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Question of the Hour 


We have devoted much space in this 
issue to the question: is there a deliberate 
conspiracy to flood Britain with coloured 
immigrants? 

There is much evidence that gives rise 
to this question. To take the current influx 
of Asians from Uganda as an example, it has 
been clearly established that there is no legal 
obligation on the part of the present Govern- 
ment to take the Asians in. It has also been 
established that India is prepared to take all 
of them who are of Indian descent. Although 
a number of countries have volunteered to 
take a quota, it is the Government decision 
to give every Asian first choice of coming to 
Britain, regardless of whether he or she 
holds an entry voucher or not. There is to 
be no direction of any Asians to other 
countries prepared to take them. 

Some time ago the Government an- 
nounced that it had set up a special depart- 


ment to assist immigrants to obtain 
repatriation should they want to. This was 
to mollify growing public demand for re- 
patriation. Our information now is that 
immigrants approaching this department are 
met by officials who go to great lengths to 
persuade them to stay in Britain! 

In a later article we have gone into 
some detail as to why we believe that these 
events may add up to a deliberate conspiracy 
to make Britain a multi-racial country. If 
readers think that this is too strong a word 
and that we are allowing ourselves to be led 
into the realm of fantasy or paranoia, they 
might pause for a little while and see if they 
can provide us with a better explanation for 
a policy which amounts to sheer national 


lunacy and is thus regarded by the greater 


part of the electorate. 


MR. HEATH 
A Party to 
national 
lunacy 


How to Lose Trade War 


Lately the term ‘trade war’ has. been 
creeping into the dictionary of politicians 
and journalists, and not without reason. 

It was as a move in the trade war that 
Prime Minister Heath made his visit to Japan 
last month, albeit as a pathetic gesture. 
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Mr. Heath’s object seems to have been 
to tell the Japs that they were selling too 
many goods to Britain and not buying 
enough goods from Britain. Just what made 
him think the Japs needed telling this is a 
mystery; they have known it for years! 
Perhaps his object then was to persuade 
them to alter this policy, as the newspapers 
claim. But why should they? ‘The Japs, 
unlike the British, shape their economic and 
trading policies to suit their own interests. 
It is in Japan’s interests to sell vast quantities 
of goods on the markets of the world while 
protecting at home the industries that make 
those goods. Anyone who thinks that he is 
going to persuade the Japanese to change a 
policy which has admirably served their own 
interests is a damned fool, and that includes 
Mr. Heath. 

At the same time.as Japan gets all the 
benefits out of trade with Britain, America 
threatens, as another move in the trade war, 
to impose huge restrictions on foreign manu- 
factured goods entering the United States. 
The British Government is terrified at this 
prospect for the effects that it will have on 
British industry, and is currently pleading 
with the Americans over the matter. 

Such pleadings are likely to have about 
as much effect as Mr. Heath’s mission to 
Tokyo. We will not persuade Americans, 
any more than Japanese, to shape their 
policies to suit our interests; they will be 
bound to suit their own, and who can blame 
them? 

Action at home, rather than pleadings 
around the world, is the best prescription for 
the troubles of British trade and industry. 
The proper thing to do is protect our own 
home market for manufactures as the 
Japanese have protected theirs, and restrict 
our imports, as the Japs do, to the goods that 
we cannot produce in our own country, such 
as raw materials and certain varieties of 
food. 

To obtain the latter commodities. on 
the best terms, while obtaining also the most 
reliable export markets for our manufactured 
goods, we should then seek to rebuild the 
once close trading links that we had with the 
White Commonwealth, where there exists the 
nearest thing to economies complementary 
with that of the United Kingdom. This is the 
best way to survive in the trade war, indeed 
the only way of realism in the world today. 


Why is Maria Free? 

Maria McGuire comes over the Irish 
Sea and denounces her former chief, Pro- 
visional IRA leader Sean MacStiofain, for his 
brutal policies. Her story is taken up by the 
press and she is given sanctuary in a secret 
hide-out somewhere in-England. Good little 
Maria, everyone cries, how decent and right 
she is to speak out against those atrocities! 

It seems to have occurred to no-one 
that this woman was a leading member of 
Ireland’s Republican murder gang, and that 
she played an important part in an arms 


smuggling exercise from the Continent aimed 
at providing that gang with big additions to 
its arsenal manufactured behind the Iron 
Curtain. As such, she is a wanted criminal 
and should have been arrested the moment 
she made her appearance here. The fact that 
she may be marginally less of a foul killer 
than Mr. Stevenson himself does not exempt 
her, surely, from the normal processes of 
the law. 

We ask then what is going to happen to 
Miss McGuire? Is she going to be prosecuted 
for her part in the IRA or not? If not, does 
that mean that any other member of that 
organisation can cross the sea and in return 
for dissociating themselves from the more 
sadistic features of its murder campaign 
obtain immunity from the courts and the 
prisons? 

Director of Public Prosecutions — 
an answer please! 


The ‘Porn’ Debate 


The final appearance of Lord Long- 
ford’s Pornography Report was interesting 
perhaps less for what it contained than for 
the reactions it provoked, particularly from 
the leftist-liberal-permissive establishment. 


LORD LONGFORD 


The report itself came to what seems 
an eminently sensible conclusion: that the 
legal definition of obscenity be changed from 
that which tends to corrupt or deprave to 
that which causes offence to a majority of 
public opinion. If this new definition does 
not provide an easy and clear cut standard of 
proof, then neither did the old one. Indeed 
the latter made proof almost impossible. At 
least the newly proposed legislation places 
obscenity where it properly belongs in the 
lawbook — among those things determined 
by a concensus of human sentiment rather 
than by geometric reasoning. 

Of the reactions, one can only say how 
striking are the elements of commercial 
vested interest and double moral standard. 
The vested interest side was most typically 
demonstrated by Mr. John Calder, who used 
the Liberal Party Annual Conference to 
lambast the Longford Report proposals as 
“extremely dangerous”. As Mr. Calder 
happens to be the publisher who introduced 
Last Exit to Brooklyn into Britain, the 
public will need a lot of convincing that 
the ‘danger’ in mind is anything other 
than one threatening profits. Right through- 
out the ‘porn’ controversy one can see this 
alliance between liberal ideology and the 
smut industry, out of which comes an 
appealing rationale which happens to be 


excellent for trade figures! 

The double standard can be seen in the 
way in which liberals (of all party allegiances) 
insist on applying a yardstick to questions 
of obscenity and immorality which they 
refuse to apply to other things. The result 
is that everything considered wrong has to 
have a ‘rational’ basis provided for its wrong- 
ness; its merely being repugnant to the 
instincts of the majority is not enough. 
Wrongness has to be ‘proved’, as if a 
mathematical equation. The same faulty 
criteria are applied by liberals towards homo- 
sexuality and abortion. 

Contrast this, though, with the treat- 
ment given to certain subjects which in the 
realm of liberal thinking constitute special 
taboos, for instance the subject of Race. 
Here there is no interest in objective examin- 
ation, in rational analysis, in logic, in ‘proof’. 
The mere existence of Race is so abhorrent 
to liberal sentiments that that is reason 
enough for consigning it to Hell — con- 
secrated in legal statute in the form of the 
Race Relations Act. 

Why this inconsistency? Because Race 
strengthens and binds the national com- 
munity while obscenity disintegrates it, and 
whatever serves the national community ill 
can rely on the beam of liberal-progressive 
approval. 


Gay Tories 


The spiritual decay of the Conservative 
Party is nowhere better demonstrated than in 
the antics of the Greater London Young 
Conservatives. The latest of these antics 
deserves attention. 

GLYCs are planning a big campaign for 
‘homosexual reform’ to be presented to the 
Tory annual conference in Blackpool this 
month. The main spokesman for the 
campaign will be one Ian Harvey, who was 
once a rising star in the party until he was 
convicted as a result of an indecent incident 
with a guardsman in St. James Park, London, 
in 1958. 

The campaign aims at reducing the age 
of homosexual consent to 18 and to extend 
its application to the armed services and the 
merchant navy. 

‘Gay Power’ has in recent years ob- 
tained such strong influence and infiltrated 
so many of its practitioners into high places 
that to criticise it is almost more than any 
newspaper or periodical will dare. Com- 
mentators on the current scene seem to 
cower in a state of constant fright at the 
intellectual tyranny that the ‘new thinking’ 
on homosexuality imposes — with the result 
that a kind of snobbery has arisen_ which 
consigns any opponent of ‘gayness’ to the 
ranks of peasant ignorance. 

Spearhead has been perhaps an ex- 
ception in that it has continued to take the 
peasant view. 

We still believe, and thank God, that 
the Greater London Young Tories are not 
representative of the British nation. 


Special Case 


The fact that the recent murdering of 
Israeli athletes by Arab terrorists was an 
appalling crime barely needs stating. One 
cannot but wonder, however, whether, had 
the murdered athletes been, for instance, 
British or South African, quite the same 
repercussions would have followed — or, if 
they had, whether they would have met with 
quite the same world reaction. 

Supposing that British athletes had 
been butchered by IRA men based in the 
Irish Republic. Would we have read in our 
papers a few days later that the RAF was 
dropping bombs on Dublin and Cork and 
that British Commandos were carrying out 
raids on villages in Donegal or Cavan? And 
if we had, can you imagine the howls of 
protest that would be ringing forth through- 
out the world’s capitals and splitting the 
rafters of the assembly hall of the UN? 

Supposing that South African athletes 
had been killed (assuming that they were 
there in the first place) and that the killers 
came from Zambia or Tanzania. What would 
have been the reaction of ‘world opinion’ if 
punitive military measures had been ordered 
by Mr. Vorster against those countries? We 
all know the answer, don’t we! 

Simpletons would therefore perhaps 
expect the same standard to be applied 
against Israel when she launched similar 
operations against neighbouring Arab states, 
but of course they would be wrong. World 
politics do not work like that. Israel seems 
to have a special status that places her 
outside the normal compass of international 
law, and she appeared to be aware of this 
the moment that the murder of the athletes 
was known. “Stop the Games!” she com- 
manded, in the tones of one accustomed to 
instant obedience. It represented a small 
victory for sanity that the world did not on 
this occasion jump into line. It soon did so, 
however, by tamely accepting acts of armed 
aggression that it probably would not 
sanction in the case of any other power, 
large or small. 

The same phenomenon showed itself 
in another aspect of the reaction of the US 
Government to the antics of Uganda’s 
General Amin. Amin brutally ordered tens 
of thousands of Asians to get out of his 
country, herding them into concentration 
camps as they waited, to leave. Not a flicker 
of action from Washington. Amin arrested 
a British businessman and flung him into 
prison without trial. Again not a flicker from 
Washington. 

But then Amin did the utterly un- 
pardonable. He made a verbal attack on the 
Jews. That was too much! Instantly all 
American financial aid was withdrawn from 
Uganda. 

We hear a great deal about ‘under- 
privileged nations’. It would seem that there 
is a case for declaring some nations ‘over- 
privileged’. 
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AS POLITICIANS WELCOME THOUSANDS 
MORE ASIANS, WE ASK 


1D THERE A GONOPIRAGY 


1) FLUOW BRITAIN? 


IS THERE A CONSPIRACY to flood 
Britain with coloured immigrants? 

We make no apologies for putting this 
question in such strong terms. Every 
development of the last fifteen years de- 
mands that such a question be asked. One 
after another wave of immigrants has 
descended upon us, Asian, African and 
West Indian. Can it be accidental? Can it 
be explained by the normal excuses that are 
offered — persecution in their countries of 
origin, lack of economic opportunity in 
those countries, better opportunities here? 
Perhaps partially, but only partially. If 
immigrants do not like where they have been 
living, there is a whole big, wide world in 
which they may be resettled. Why do they 
have to keep coming to this crowded, highly 
populated country, where, we are told every 
day, people should practise birth control to 
keep the country’s numbers down? 

We are told that they come here 
because they are part of the British Common- 
wealth and Empire. But the countries from 
which they come have for a long time been 
spitting on the concept of Commonwealth 
and Empire, declaring themselves ‘indepen- 
dent’ and no longer subject to British 
control. Our politicians tell us that we must 
accept that these countries are no longer 
under our control. Very well, then why do 
the peoples in them continue to be our 
responsibility? We are told that the Asians 
have a “moral right” to settle in Britain. But 
is it not moral that Asians should settle in 
that part of the world in which they have 
their origins: in India, Ceylon, Pakistan and 
Bangladesh? We are informed that these 
Asian countries refuse to accept them. But 
we are informed falsely. The Indian govern- 
ment, for one, has declared its willingness to 
accept all Ugandan Asians of Indian origin. 
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Why has this vitally important fact been 
kept from the British public? 

There is no adequate answer to these 
questions. This is why we ask if there are 
not reasons for the immigrants coming here 
of which we have not been told, reasons 
which those bringing them in decline to 
explain. 


WHAT KARL MARX SAID 


There is one reason for flooding Britain 
with immigrants, and that was supplied by 
Karl Marx, the founder of Communism. He 
said: “The British will never make their own 
revolution; foreigners will have to make it 
for them.” 

Marx said that a century ago, and it is 
interesting to ponder on what has happened 
since he said it. There has not been a full- 
blooded revolution in Britain as there was in 
Russia, but there has been a creeping sub- 
version of our country, promoted by 
Communists — a kind of revolution by 
stealth. One after another institution in 
Britain has come under Communist or 
crypto-Communist influence. Although the 
Communist Party itself has remained small, 
undercover Communists and fellow-travellers 
have infiltrated into every kind of establish- 
ment, including the House of Commons and 
the political parties, as well as the press and 
B.B.C. 

And everywhere where Communism 
has made its influence felt its promoters 
have included a disproportionately large 
number of people of foreign descent. People 
from Central and Eastern Europe, and more 
recently from the coloured world. 

Now violent demonstrations by ex- 
treme left-wingers are getting more common, 
and these demonstrations feature an un- 


usually high number of people who are not 
native Britons. The next time that you see 
such a demonstration, just count them. The 
proof is there. 

Organisations have sprung up whose 
professed object is to help the coloured 
immigrants in Britain but which in reality 
serve simply as Communist fronts. One is 
the so-called ‘Indian Workers’ Association’, 
which promotes trouble and unrest every- 
where it can. There are also the various 
‘community relations’ bodies which are 
being set up in all areas of high immigrant 
population. These bodies are heavily infil- 
trated by Communists, and the great majority 
of people in them belong to various shades of 
the left. 

The result is that all over our country, 
particularly in key industrial regions, cells 
are being built up which could provide the 
material for political unrest in the future, for 
strikes, riots, even revolution itself. 

As it is, masses of immigrants added to 
our population provide votes for the left. 
The great majority vote Labour by firm 
habit and provide the Labour Party with 
more and more assured seats. As Labour 
obtains such seats, it no longer depends so 
much on the moderate British voter and can 
veer increasingly, as it is doing, to the 
extreme left. 

The extreme left, the promoters of 
revolution, need in every country situations 
of unrest which they can exploit so as to 
swell their ranks. Poverty, inequality and 
interracial strife provide these situations, as 
America has shown. In America the blacks, 
while by no means poor, are worse off than 
the whites because they do not have the 
same aptitudes for success in American 
society. They become resentful and instead 
of blaming themselves seize upon the oppor- 


tunity to blame the social order. This is 
where left-wing political agitators step in: 
they inflame the blacks against the whites 
and violence occurs; a revolutionary situation 
develops, which Communists always exploit. 

Now we are witnessing in Britain 
exactly the same situation in America. We 
have large racial minorities who in the most 
part cannot compete equally in our society, 
but who resent their inequality and can thus 
be politically exploited. Already this 
political exploitation is evident. As the 
political left increasingly loses credibility 
with the British working class, it compensates 
itself with the huge new reservoir of support 
that is provided by the immigrants. It 
desperately needs this support. That is why 
Labour politicians and people even further 
to the left can always be relied upon to 
champion immigration and viciously attack 
the British people who oppose it. 

There is, in other words, an element in 
Britain which has a vested interest in more 
and more coloureds coming here. 

The Tory Government might be ex- 
pected to act otherwise, in its own party 
interests as well as those of the country. But 
Toryism today is weak — pathetically weak 
and decadent. Pressured from all sides, both 
within Britain and internationally, it has 
surrendered to demands to let more im- 
migrants in. As the IRA has shown, if you 
are aggressive enough and nasty enough, you 
can do what you like with a Tory Govern- 
ment. It won’t fight for Britain’s interests. 


CLASSIC REVOLUTIONARY MATERIAL 


Through agitation on the left and 
capitulation on the right, an element has 
been imported into our country which 
provides the classic raw material out of 
which revolutions are made. In it there isa 
direct parallel with Russia. The Russian 
people did not make their own revolution; 
its leadership consisted almost entirely of 
foreigners. Russia was delivered up to 
Communism by an alien conspiracy fostered 
abroad and using people of non-Russian 
descent as its agents inside the victim 
country. 

There is every sign that the same 
intention is at work.in the moves to flood 
Britain out with immigrant peoples — every 
sign that behind all the soft soap about 
‘humanitarian obligations’, etc., the conquest 
of our country by a modern brand of 
bolshevism is planned, with immigrants pro- 
viding a large part of the conquering force. 

If this seems far fetched where Britain 
is concerned, let it be understood that 
revolution can take many forms; it does not 
always involve the taking over of power by 
force. An armed uprising in our country 
may still strike many people as unlikely, and 
indeed may not happen. But we can still 
become the victims of a revolution by the 
steady take-over by left-wingers of our 
national institutions and by the gradual 


increase of the voting power at the disposal 
of left-wing parties. This is not mere 
speculation; as we have said, it has already 
happened to a great extent. It is happening 
all the time! 

There is another aspect to the question 
that we need to consider carefully. Along 
with the huge importations of immigrants 
from the coloured world, there is a frantic 
clamour for them to be ‘integrated’ with our 
own native population — in other words to 
be interbred with the British people. 

The world of press and publishing, and 
to an even greater extent the TV media, are 


in the forefront of this clamour. Both 


oS 


THE 
IMPORTED 


immigrants 
represent 
a Marxist 
prediction? 


institutions are riddled with Communists 
and fellow-travellers. 

What Communists have found the 
world over is that racially mixed peoples, 
peoples lacking a true national identity, are 
much more vulnerable to Communist in- 
fluence. This has been proved particularly in 
Latin America. 

On the other hand, relatively homo- 
geneous peoples, such as those of the nations 
of Northern Europe and those parts of the 
United States inhabited almost entirely by 
people of Anglo-Saxon, Teutonic or Scan- 
dinavian descent, have proved more resistant 
to the virus. Although reds have become very 
powerful in Britain, their ideas have not won 
the hearts of many of the truty British people. 

An increasing population of half-castes 
in this country will mean a growing element 
among the people susceptible to Communist 
influence and useful to the cause of sub- 
version and revolution — raceless, nationless 
people with no roots and no loyalties, people 
who can be easily recruited for any anti- 
British cause. 

The promotion of race mixture so as 
to serve this aim has been the object of a 
tremendous drive in Britain by the left-wing 
oriented mass media. We have been literally 
overwhelmed by films, TV plays, books and 
magazines portraying the happy conse- 
quences of racially mixed marriages and 
depicting all those who oppose them as 
callous, brutal, stupid and ignorant. Even 
the ‘pop’ song has been enlisted as a weapon 
in the campaign to vilify a healthy race 
consciousness in the White people and to 
promote a half-caste nation. Don’t accept 


our word for these things; look out for them 
when you tune on your TV set or visit your 
local bookshop! 

Naturally, the fury and the hatred of 
these propagandists has been turned heavily 
on South Africa, where the White people, 
very sensibly, operate a system of racial 
segregation in order to secure their own 
survival. Because there has developed in 


Britain a race problem that increasingly 
parallels the South African one, the propa- 
gandists of the left are eager to vilify South 
Africa and depict it as a hell on earth so that 
people will draw the inference that such a 
hell on earth occurs whenever resistance to 


the race-mixers is offered. 

South Africa is in fact for the most 
part a happy and prosperous country where 
the coloured people, although segregated 
(some would say because segregated) are 
better off than anywhere else in Africa. 
Furthermore, South Africa is a natural 
friend, ally and partner of Britain with 
whom it is in our best interests to retain good 
relations — a thing which Communists and 
fellow travellers in this country have done 
their best to destroy. 


Britain, however, does not have to 
adopt the system of South Africa because 
she does not have to have the same problem 
as South Africa. The non-White races of 
South Africa, like those of America, have 
been there for generations. We were up until 
recently a purely White country. We need- 
lessly imported a race problem which we 
could have done without. You may agree 
with us after reading this that the problem 
was imported with a purpose in mind, and 
that that purpose is hostile to the interests 
of the British people and helpful only to the 
interests of Communism, subversion and 
revolution. It is not too late to get rid of the 
problem. The immigrants can still be 
humanely repatriated or resettled in other 
parts of the world. Don’t believe them when 
they say this can’t be done. It can be done 
if we the British people decide it and will it. 
If it is not done by our generation, the 
enemies of our country will have achieved 
what they have failed to achieve in a 
thousand years of war: the conquest and 
extinction of the British nation. 
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IF anyone has any doubts about the 
hollowness of ‘African nationalism’ then 
they ought to look at what is happening in 
the African state of Zaire (formerly known 
as the Belgian Congo). 

There has been a drive to ‘Africanise’ 
names, in a campaign designed to establish 
national ‘authority’. President Joseph Désiré 
Mobutu has taken the name of Mobutu Sese 
Seko, which roughly translated means “the 
cock that leaves no hen intact”’ and decreed 
that all Zairians discard their Christian names 
in favour of ‘authentic’ African ones. 

Leopoldville is called ‘Kinshasa’, 
Elizabethville is ‘Lumumbashi’ and_ the 
former Stanleyville is now ‘Kisangani’; other 
towns have also been renamed. 

Yet this ‘nationalism’ exists only in 
such harmless forms. Behind the facade, 
foreign capitalists have been invited in to 
plunder the country’s natural resources. 
Happy that Mobutu’s unchailenged dic- 
tatorial powers give Zaire peace and relative 
stability, foreign investors are putting in 
money on arising scale. A new copper mine 
is being opened by a Japanese mining group 
in Katanga and an international consortium 
has discovered what may be the richest bed 
of copper in the world. 


In the capital, four car manufacturers 


are planning to open up assembly plants. 
Goodyear has just finished a $16.8 million 
tyre factory, an aluminium plant is in the 
planning stage and a steel mill is underway. 

What is most significant is that nearly 
all investors come in on the understanding 
that they will be able to recover their full 
investment within three years, which means 
that in four years they will have taken out of 
the country more than they put into it. 


THE TRUTH ABOUT “AID” 


Zaire will remain ‘underdeveloped’, or 
rather, ‘undercapitalised’, as interest debt on 
invested capital sucks wealth out of the 
country. “Foreign Aid’’ will be called for, 
and this will come from the Western World 
taxpayers, who will be told that they are 
‘helping Africans’ by handing out money 
gifts. In fact, all such “aid” does is to 
bolster up the system of exploitation in the 
Third World by cushioning its worst effects. 
A small part of the ‘aid’ money will go to 
the native cronies of International 
Capitalism, but most of it will flow back to 
the owners and controllers of the Inter- 
national Capitalist financial and industrial 
complexes in the West. This is the reality 
underlying all the empty gestures of ‘African 
nationalism’. 

This is not the whole story, however. 

The big banks and multi-national com- 
panies presently engaged in robbing the 
Third World, are all based in the West. Not 
only does the Western taxpayer fork out an 
enforced tribute to International Capitalism 
by way of ‘foreign aid’ he pays in other 
ways too.. 
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MICHAEL LOBB 


THE NEW 


COLONIALISM 


The International Capitalist system is 


centred around the banks. Banks control the 
economies of Western countries, directly by 
holdings in industry, and indirectly by their 
control over currency, credit and trade. 

Just as the Third World is made ‘under- 
capitalised’ so is the West made ‘over- 
capitalised’ by inflation and remitted interest 
on overseas investments. Overcapitalisation 
means ‘expansion’ and particularly, an ex- 
pansion in job opportunities in relation to 
labour availability. This places labour in a 
strong bargaining position. 


IMMIGRANT FLOOD 


The answer of International Capitalism 
to this problem is twofold. Firstly, where 
capital is plentiful and labour scarce — fresh 
immigrant labour is imported. Witness the 
flood of Afro-Asians and West Indians to 
Britain, and Spanish, Yugoslav, Turkish and 
Italian workers to West Germany. 

Secondly, where labour is plentiful 
and capital scarce — capital is invested, pro- 
vided that the government of the recipient 
country is a ‘stable’ one. This explains 
Western investment in the Third World, and 
in the Soviet Communist bloc where no free 
trade unions are allowed. Goods produced 
in these countries by cheap labour, are then 
flooded back into Western countries to 
compete with home-produced articles. As 
the home-produced products are high priced, 
due to high labour costs, they cannot 
compete with the imported items. Home 
manufacturers find it difficult to sell their 
goods, cut back on production and cause 
unemployment and a fall in the general level 
of real wages. Western workers are thereby 
exploited by International Capitalism which 
uses foreign labour against them both at 
home and abroad. 

Finally, International Capitalism is en- 
gaged in a drive to rationalise its multi- 
national holdings by building a ‘One World’ 
Government which it will control. 

The European Common Market is a 
significant step in that direction. 

Some people are surprised that the 
U.S.A. has pushed Britain into Europe, 
especially as U.S. Government officials talk 


of the “Common Market” as a threat to the 
trade of other countries. 


ELABORATE PLOY 


This is all an elaborate ploy on the part 
of the U.S.A. Once Britain is safely pushed 
into Europe, the U.S. will say to Latin 
America, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, 
Japan, etc., “Let’s get together to oppose this 
European ‘Common Market’ and its sub- 
sidiary ‘associated’ states in Africa.” They 
will then build a rival trade bloc and “unify” 
their economic and political policies until 
only the two super-states exist in the West. 
The next step would be the coming together 
of these two into one single unit, with one 
economy and one Western World Govern- 
ment controlled by International Capitalism. 

Here you have all the factors which 
dominate Britain today: 

@ Establishment support for ‘Black Rule’ 
in Africa and opposition to old style Euro- 
pean colonialism, and White Rule in southern 
Africa. 

@ The impelling force behind Immig- 
ration and the propaganda war against the 
preservation of national and racial identity. 
@ si The plan to push Britain into Europe 
against the wishes of the majority of British 
people, a plan which will effectively alienate 
the other British nations of the Common- 
wealth from the United Kingdom. 

@ = The real reason for the Establishment’s 
“senerosity’ with Foreign Aid. 

@  Thesocial and industrial unrest, caused 
by attacks upon the living standards of 
British workers; by inflation leading to rising 
prices, by cheap labour goods and foreign 
trade difficulties causing unemployment, by 
the European “Common Market” forcing up 
the cost of living, and by Immigrant labour 
competing for jobs, housing, education and 
welfare. 

This is why the National Front exists. 
It is the only party which fully understands 
these attacks upon British interests. The ‘14 
Points’ of National Front policy counter, in 
detail, all the individual aspects of Inter- 
national Capitalism’s attack upon our British 
freedom and identity. 


THE Labour Party’s weekly newspaper 
“Labour Weekly” is printed by the West- 
minster Press group, owned by Tory Lord 
Cowdray, the head of the Pearson-Longman 
publishing empire. 


ALL is not well with the Race Relations 
Industry in Newham. The chairman of the 
Newham International Community has re- 
signed after only two months, following a 
series of angry exchanges with a number of 
members... 

At a recent meeting, the chairman, 
Harban Butalia, was shouted down during a 
“Jong rowdy argument”. Local press reports 
stated, ‘‘at times there were several people 
shouting at once. Mr. Butalia’s plea to 
‘behave like adults and not children’ went 
unheeded.” One member said after the 
meeting: “Nobody was taking any notice of 
him. He was being shouted down. There 
was no idea of order and it seemed to me 
that about a third of those present were 
treating it all as a joke. It was a very rowdy 
affair.” 

No doubt we could look upon the 
antics of these supposed “promoters of 
tolerance” as a joke too, except that we are 
obliged to subsidise them through our taxes 
and rates. 


AT the beginning of September, building 
strike pickets went on an “orgy of destruc- 
tion” at building sites throughout 
Shrewsbury. 

250 pickets descended on the town in 
coaches, cars and vans. They came from 
Liverpool, Chester, Oswestry, Wrexham and 
Colwyn Bay. 


MICHAEL LOBB 


Only police attendance at building 
sites finally put a stop to their hooliganism. 

I am at a loss to understand what these 
pickets set out to achieve, unless it was to 
drag the reputation of their trade union 
through the muck created by their criminat 
thuggery. 


PROSPECTIVE home-buyers were recently 
warned by Mr. John Crouch, president of the 
House Builders Federation, that entry into 
the European “Common Market” is ex- 
pected to add to costs and VAT is bound to 
increase overheads. 


“THE Pope has publicly expressed his horror 
of the massacre at the Olympic Games 
which everyone must surely feel. But why 
no condemnation from him of the atrocities 
committed almost daily in Northern Ireland 
by so-called Roman Catholics.” (Letter in 
the London Evening News) 


Student Group 


The National Front Students’ Associ- 
ation (NFSA) was launched on September 
10th’ at a meeting in Croydon. The purpose 
of the NFSA will be to promote the National 
Front in Britain’s universities, colleges and 
centres of education generally. 

NFSA Chairman will be Mr. Denis Pirie, 
who is a member of the NF National Direc- 
torate and is studying economics at Sussex 
University. 

The meeting discussed the practical 
problems of nationalist activity in a world of 
learning heavily dominated by leftist in- 
fluence, both at student and teacher level. 
There was a strong feeling that many students 
were becoming tired of left-wing antics and 
the sterile ideologies that gave rise to them 
and sought a radical (as distinct from re- 
actionary) alternative. However, it was also 
believed that in many — though by no means 
all — centres of learning pressures from 
authority, among other factors, posed great 
practical handicaps to NF students in the 
promulgation of their views. In very few 
universities did there exist sufficient nucleus 
for openly NF student groups, It was there- 


fore resolved that NF students be advised to 
work within political groupings outside the 
left-wing spectrum in the majority of cases 
but to use every opportunity to promote the 
NF case, by both the spoken and written word. 

It was resolved that a thrice yearly NF 
student newspaper be launched, appearing 
each term, for free distribution in univer- 
sities; further that a pamphlet answering the 
main political questions of interest to students 
be produced by the NF Policy Committee. 
NF students would in addition be encouraged - 
to produce, in cheap duplicated form, their 
own leaflets dealing with local university 
issues as they came into prominence. 

The NFSA will not be an independent 
organisation but will remain an integral 
department of the National Front, keeping 
broadly within the lines of NF policy but 
allowed considerable autonomy in the oper- 
ational field. Membership will be open to all 
paid up members of the National Front who 
wish to take a part in student activities and 
will not require any additional subscription. 
This means that it will not be limited to those 
currently enrolled at universities or colleges 


AS far as the Establishment is concerned, 
you don’t count and they pretend that they 
can’t count. Here is an example of their 
deliberately confused and typically contra- 
dictory “mathematics”. On September 7th, 
anti-Immigration trade unionists, and others, 
took part in a second protest march in 
London against the influx of Uganda Asians. 
Police estimates put the number of demon- 
strators at 1600 to 2000 people. The 
Evening Standard said 400. The BBC Radio 
claimed only 200 and the Evening News 
failed to notice the march at all! 


THE Philippines faces a massive 197% increase 
in the rate of inflation by the end of the 


» year, according to the First National City 


Bank in Manila. The cause is given as “the 
infusion of $45m in rehabilitation funds, the 
relaxation of credit by the central bank and 
foreign loans.” The false claim so often 
heard here in Britain, that “wage rises cause 
inflation” is completely absent from the 
FNCB assessment. 


TEN out of ten for prescience on the Tory 
‘Industrial Relations’ Act — “.. . for some 
crackpot British Government to pass legis- 
lation making unofficial strikes illegal and 
compelling unions to ‘go to arbitration’ in 
the event of dispute with employers, would 
put the solution of industrial disputes exactly 
where the Communists and other extremists 
want it.” (Frederick Abbott in The 
Wreckers, published by the Tory Monday 
Club in 1966.) 


but can embrace ex-students and teachers 
of all ages. 

A further meeting will be held later in 
the year at which more detailed plans of 
activity will be formed. In the meantime all 
those wishing to assist the work of the NFSA 
should contact Denis Pirie, c/o NF Head- 
quarters, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 
2QF, Surrey. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


We are pleased to announce that the 
target set by this fund for the year 1972 has 
now been reached. The remaining target 
figure published last month (£40) was in- 
correct, as due to a book-keeping error a 
donation of £20 which had been received 
was not then recorded. The correct target 
figure at that time of £20 has been met and 
passed over the last month, leaving a slight 
surplus, which we will keep in reserve to 
meet any unforeseen expenses. We take this 
opportunity of thanking our readers for the 
way in which they have responded to our 
appeals and made publication for the year 
possible. We will shortly announce our 
estimated financial needs for the year 1973. 
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ANOTHER traumatic experience has been 
endured by our nation, leaving it seriously 
weakened, injured and embittered. 

The dockers, realising that the march 
of progress in mechanical handling is in- 
evitable, felt that a determined stand must 
be taken in defence of their livelihood for 
their own sake, and that of their families. 
Displaced workers have felt the gross in- 
justice of their position ever since the 
Luddites smashed up the machines which 
caused them this humiliation. 

That increased productivity should 
result in an attack upon workers’ standard 
of living is a paradox inherent in the system 
under which we have worked for generations, 
which has done endless harm to industrial 
relations. At this time, when vast sums of 
money can be spent on unnecessary expen- 
sive activities, men of character will not 
endure such gross injustice and have shown 
the Government, in no uncertain terms. Can 
they be blamed? 

Dockers can be blamed for expecting 
continuous employment at high rates when 
not required in their trade. But they cannot 
be blamed if they expect other working 
opportunities at living wages. The system 
has been all too ready to stand men off for 
years while much work needed to be done. 
Thousands of new homes, hundreds of new 
hospitals, and prisons are most urgently 
required, with all their internal equipment. 
The nation has been content to see men idle 
when these things could have been done. The 
excuse has of course been that we could not 
afford them. This is plain nonsense. Any 
nation having the material resources, labour 
and management can create such assets. 
Intelligent working men know this and they 
will not accept that there is any difficulty 
in being provided with work, and at self- 
respecting wages. This is what the postmen’s 
strike was about, but the Government beat 
them into the ground. The postmen could 
not stand on the nation’s windpipe. Neither 
could the dustmen. 

Trade Union leaders know the overall 
situation. They have repeatedly said that 
production could be enormously increased 
by using the million men now out of work. 
Full employment of national resources could 
revolutionise the national outlook, and give 
the nation a goal to work for, but it is 
impossible under the present debt system. 
This is rapidly strangling our country and 
destroying its currency. 

The Bank of England has enjoyed 
unchallenged authority in the monetary 
field for nearly three hundred years, and has 
been primarily responsible for the conduct 
of money affairs. We now see the value of 
our money crashing down as never before, 
causing even the Daily Telegraph (City 
Editor, 14.8.72) to speak of a coming crisis 
for the Bank of England. 

Money is a symbol of wealth and a 
title to goods and services, though in itself 
only paper, or accounts in a ledger. If money 
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DOCK STRIKE 


is to serve its true purpose it must originate 
with the State. 


SOCIETY, MONEY, INFLATION AND 
PLUNDER. 


In 1955 a Royal Commission of 
Enquiry on Banking, Credit, and Currency, 
was held in New Zealand. A contribution to 
the evidence, submitted by Colin G. Clark, 
formerly Economic Adviser to the Govern- 
ment of Queensland, is quoted as follows: 

“The use of money together with the 
establishment of political and judicial order, 
is one pf the characteristics which distinguish 
the civilised man from the barbarian. It is 
one of the first duties of the Government of 
any civilised country to provide its people 
with a reliable monetary system. Most of 
them, including New Zealand, are now failing 
to perform this duty. 

“But any politician, public servant, 
economist, or banker who, with a full 
understanding of what he is doing, 
deliberately plans for, or condones, a con- 
tinued rise in prices, is guilty of plundering 
the savings of the poor, an offence which, 
in the opinion of moral philosophers, should 
be ranked equal in gravity with the most 
serious criminal offences.”’ 

Our Government and preceding govern- 
ments have failed absolutely to carry out this 
solemn responsibility. As we have shown, 
money created by the State costs the State 
only the paper and printing costs (about 
Yap per note) and money created as credit 
costs only the administration expenses. Yet 
the astounding truth is that all the vast sums 
of new money needed for the nation were 
borrowed, as of genuine money, from 
privately owned companies (banks) resulting 
in fabulous debt which is clogging the 
accounts of all industrial firms and sending 
nearly all bankrupt. The banks of course 
have never had it so good. 

The full implications of the working 
of the monetary system were not widely 
understood until the early 1920’s when the 
facts were made known by the New 


Economics school of thought. By 1925 the 
system was well understood by the old 
stalwarts leading the Labour Party, as proved 
by the excellent official record published in 
three large volumes entitled The Book of the 
Labour Party. But these illuminating in- 
fluences, which could have ushered in a new 
climate of thought and action, and saved the 
world from the Second World War, were 
quickly suppressed lest, one may assume, 
they disturbed the traditional discipline of 
private finance. The only perceptible move- 
ments (in no way concessions to the new 
thought) were the nationalisation of the 
Bank of England in 1946, resulting in no 
change of policy; and the escalation of private 
banking coupled with higher interest charges, 
under the “Competition and Credit Control” 
proposals of the Bank of England, instituted 
last year (1971). 

The flood of new credit and high 
charges appears to be one of the main causes 
of the disastrous slide in inflation causing 
what appears to be Government concern 
about Bank policy. 

From 1931 to 1950 bank rate stood at 
2 per cent which allowed industry and all 
activities to be financed at around 4 per 
cent, which provided a reasonable base for 
the economy and yet paid the banks a 
reasonable amount for their services. Money 
could be borrowed for house purchase at 
from 3% per cent to 5 per cent. But after 
the war a new policy was adopted by the 
monetary authorities under which credit was 
severely restricted and interest rates were 
raised to unprecedented levels in peace time. 
This crippled the economy, creating high 
unemployment and consequently inflation 
because of the stagnation of the economy. 
The Government then made a frantic attempt 
to revive the economy by injecting huge 
sums of new bank credit into circulation, 
albeit at even higher rates of interest, thus 
accelerating the rate of inflation until every- 
one is alarmed and central bankers appear 
to have criticised the Bank of England policy. 
it is said that they prefer sound money. It 
is however unlikely that they have lost three 
quarters of their life savings on account of 
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the policy dictated by the authorities in this 
country, as millions of our people have. 


BRITISH BANKING 
MONETARY POLICY 


POLICY AND 


British banks are rightly held in the 
highest respect for their efficiency, courtesy, 
integrity, and helpfulness to both the public 
and industry, and. of course the commercial 
world. But their role was never intended 
to usurp that of the State in regard to the 
creation of money. This forms no part of 
banking proper though naturally it has been 
a source of easy money to them. Never- 
theless it has caused their personal interest 
to be in opposition to that of the public and 
of the nation as a whole. For they have 
become moneylenders (though as a system 
not lending genuine money at all, but debt) 
and creditors; a section of the community 
holding a privileged position superior to that 
of the Executive itself, in matters of finance. 
Herein lies the fundamental cause of wide- 
spread bankruptcies, of nationalised indus- 
tries being in the red, and of the ability of 
banks to buy up concerns and run them when 
industry has failed, for banks can create the 
means of payment out of nothing. 

Lord Balogh rendered a great service to 
the country when he expressed in such clear 
terms the place of money in society and its 
true ethical and legal background: “Money 
has always been one of the most important 
attributes of sovereignty. You can issue 
money only as a sovereign power .. .” 
(Report No. 258. Select Committee on 
Nationalised Industries — Bank of England, 
May 1970, p. 192.) 

All money in circulation and all 
financial credit is a part of the national debt 
on which interest is paid to the banking 
system. Hence the inability of the nation to 
increase its wealth without incurring further 
debt — a situation contrary to sense and 
justice and the direct cause of stagnation and 
inflation. Every nation has an inalienable 
right to issue its own money without debt 
to any section of that nation, otherwise that 
section is automatically in a superior position 
to the elected government. 

Under these conditions the rich bene- 
ficiaries of the system become richer, and the 
poor become poorer. If the rich had to 
borrow all new money from the dockers; 
money they had created by book-keeping, 
and pay 10 per cent interest, the dockers 
would soon become rich and the rich would 
soon become poor. It is unlikely that it 
would take 278 years before the system was 


hands and then placed under the manage- 
ment of a department of State outside 
political control. The banks, like every 
other business, would then be paid for their 
services but would cease control of the 
value of money in circulation and interest 
charges. They would share in the prosperity 
of the nation and benefit from low interest 
rates. This would lower prices and reduce 
taxation. It would increase growth rate and 
national credit would be used for financing 
State projects, free of debt and at very low 
interest. 

Savings would not lose their value as 
now, which would more than compensate 
for reduced interest on savings. Actually no 
interest is received on investments in Building 


Protests Over 
Played Down 


We have drawn attention before to the 
deliberate campaign by the news media to 
suppress or play down reports of activities 
organised in opposition to immigration. 
During the past month we have had over- 
whelming evidence of this practice. The 
National Front staged a powerful demon- 
stration outside Downing Street in August, at 
which a letter of protest was handed in by 
its Acting Chairman to No. 10. Though TV 
cameras were active on the spot, nothing 
was seen on subsequent TV news broadcasts. 
One or two papérs mentioned the event, but 
most ignored it. 

Following this there were two marches 
and meetings held in London comprising 
mainly British workers belonging to no poli- 
tical organisation and with the National 
Front assisting. In some papers these were 
not reported at all. In others and in TV 
reports the numbers present were grossly 
falsified. The first march attracted about 
700. No report acknowledged more than 
400. The second march and meeting were 
variously reported as being attended by 200 
to 400. In fact the true number present was 
between 1500 and two thousand. 

At round about the same time large 
marches were held in Birmingham and 
Bradford in protest against the Asian influx, 
the latter being promoted by the British 


Societies now because the loss by inflation 
is greater than the interest paid. 

If these arguments for reform are sound 
(and no one has yet refuted them) it is a poor 
commentary on the Government and on the 
Establishment, that they should have failed 
to act on reputable principles of national 
finance, so that all sections could have been 
united in one common goal — in making the 
national cake larger, and providing a just 
distribution of work and consumption. 
Instead of that things have been allowed to 
drag on till tempers have been roused, and 
will be roused again, till the fundamental 
changes in our financial policy have been 
made which will make money a servant of 
the nation, and not its master. 


Asian Flood 
y Media 


Campaign to Stop Immigration and assisted 
by Northern members of the National Front. 
This was ignored by national TV and press. 
Then early in September a march was 
organised by Leicester NF at which about 
120—150 NF Midlands members were sup-' 
ported by great numbers of the ordinary 
public. The march culminated in a meeting 
attended by over 2,000. Not a word in the 
national press. 

Similar press boycott was operated 
against an important NF demonstration in 
Manchester. 

We are quite convinced now that a 
directive has gone out from the Home Office 
to all major newspaper editors and TV 
programme controllers requesting them “‘in 
the interests of racial harmony” to minimise 
the importance of all demonstrations against 
the Asiatic influx, and preferably not to 
report them at all. If the Home Office cares 
to categorically deny that any such directive 
has been issued, either by itself or any other 
Government department, we shall be glad to 
retract this statement. 

We have also heard from a reader that 
on a recent sound radio broadcast it was 
admitted that the Government was con- 
sidering the suppression of literature op- 
posing the invasion. 


As some readers will know, National 


AIRPORT 
FINES 
APPEAL 


challenged! 


CHANGES REQUIRED TO AVOID 
FURTHER CONFRONTATIONS 


We need honest money which main- 
tains its value. This can only be done by the 
right of issue being returned to Government 


Front members who demonstrated against 
the Ugandan Asian influx at London Airport 
on 12th September received vicious fines 
totalling more than £450. We appeal to all 
readers to help pay these fines by sending 
their contributions into NF Head Office, 50 
Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 2QF, Surrey. 
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OLYMPIANS COMIN 


THE LIBERAL DREAM TAKES 


THERE SHOULD BE NO SURPRISE at the 
fact that the 1972 Olympic Games has seen 
the unfolding of yet another chapter of the 
‘politics and sport’ saga. On the contrary, 
the only surprise is that there are still people 
who react with pain and shock to the mixing 
of these two elements. 

Of all the comments accompanying the 
familiar wrangles taking place at Munich this 
year, the most realistic came from Ronald 
Spark, writing in the Daily Express, who said: 

“The African countries did not bring 
politics into the Games; it has always been 
there.” 

Spark was of course absolutely right — 
more right than all the dreamers and idealists 
who yearn for an Olympiad free from 
nationalistic rivalries and tribal tensions; 
more right than those who invoke the 
mythical image of an Olympics illuminated 
by the spirit of Baron de Coubertin and his 
much enshrined words: “The important 
thing is not winning but taking part’; more 
right than those who ask at the end of every 
Games: “If this is what the Olympics have 
come to, ought they to continue?” 

Indeed, what we see in these dreams 
and ideals, these myths and fantasies sur- 
rounding the Olympics, is merely a reflection 
of similar fantasies concerning human affairs 
generally. 

They are the reactions of the classical 
liberal to the world of sport, and mirror 
classical 
generally. Calling forth a fairytale vision of 
mankind united peacefully in friendship and 
love, they are remote from the real sporting 
arena as they are remote from the wider 
arena of international affairs. 

Because the good Baron is recognised 
as the founding father of the Games, it does 
not mean that his conception of them is any 
nearer reality. He was a wealthy aristocrat, 
living in a society of grace and ease. Like 
many others born into a similar milieu, he 
cherished dreams about the potential of 
mankind that belong, not to this earth, but 
to the community of angels floating, cream 
complexioned, among the ethereal clouds. 
The Baron’s breed does not die out; it 
perpetuates itself at every level of Olympic 
officialdom today, as throughout the last 
eighty years. Men coming largely from an 
internationally oriented leisured class con- 
verge together and generate their own sweet 
mirage of what the Olympics are, a mirage 
reflecting the temperate etiquette of their 
own society, with its cosmopolitan outlook 
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liberal attitudes to the world- 


PRODUCTS OF RED FITNESS 
DRIVE 
Russian sprinter Valeriy Borzov 
(above) and East German Monika 
Zehrt (above right), both Munich 
gold medallists, are typical represen- 
tatives of the state-sponsored 
athletics system. 


and amateur’s ethics — a society in which 
tribalism, partisanship and the fanatical will- 
to-win are vulgar and foreign. 

It is not in these favoured circles, 
however, that the reality of the Olympics is 
to be found. The reality is to be found in the 
homes of ordinary hard working folk, where 


TV sets are tuned into events with the 
dominant question in all minds being: “Will 
our man win?” 


TOIL AND SACRIFICE 


The reality is to be found above all in 
the respective camps of the competitors 
themselves and their trainers and coaches. 
There the atmosphere is charged with the 


consciousness of years of dedicated toil and 


sacrifice, all directed to the one great day of 
supreme challenge on which, not the ideal of 
friendly cameraderie between nations, but 
the glory of victory is the overriding thought. 

It was against this background in which 
the ideal is at such odds with the reality that 
the 7th British Olympics team since the war 
went to Munich to compete. 


The word ‘compete’ is deliberately 
used, for there is no evidence that the British 
participants themselves entered any the less 
eager and determined to mount the medal 
rostrum than any of their rivals. The legend 
of the British ‘good loser’ dies hard. Our 
athletes are probably no better, and no 
worse, losers than those of other nations. 

The essential difference lies in the 
national system that has produced them. 
This system, unlike those of America, Russia 
and East and West Germany is shaped by 
classical liberal doctrine in which the ideal is 
allowed to crowd out the reality to the point 
of virtual exclusion. 

This doctrine demands that at the 
Olympics the brotherhood of man should be 
paramount and ends up by believing that it 
is; it rues the fact that national rivalry 
dominates and ends up by believing that it 
doesn’t. The wish is always father to the 
thought! 

The result is that there is in Britain a 
complete absence of any state policy which 
aims at high fitness and high athletic prowess 
within the nation such as would make 
Olympic success an odds on certainty. If 
there is a desire for these things on the part 
of some people at high official level, it 
certainly is not a desire over which our 
national leadership is united. The result is 
the modern British disease of doing things by 
halves. Government, as a feeble concession 
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to those who ask for more to be done for 
sport, gives £4 million a year for the pro- 
vision of better facilities for athletes. In a 
nation of 56 million, this just goes nowhere. 
Many other nations, including some much 
smaller than ourselves, are giving ten and 
twenty times that figure for the same 
purpose. 

People ask themselves, after looking at 
the medal tables, how it is that East 
Germany, with a population less than a third 
our own, can produce so many more medal 
winners. However, to compare total popu- 
lations as a measure of potential sporting 
strength is totally misleading; what have to 
be compared are the populations of par- 
ticipating trained athletes, and in a wider 
sense the populations of physically healthy 
young people out of which they are drawn. 
Nations that do not allow their youth to 
slouch around street corners and coffee bars 
wasting away their time, but get them into 
the gymnasium and on the running track, 
turning them into fit and vigorous citizens, 
cannot be compared with nations that in 
deference to the tin idols of liberalism and 
laissez-faire feel no duty to lead their young 
people and just allow them to drift into 
idleness, booze and pot-smoking whereby 
the body becomes weedy or flabby, the mind 
lethargic and the will atrophied. One will 
have a large pool of vigour and talent out of 
which to find champions; the other will just 
have to hope for the occasional champion 
arising by his own initiative alone from out 
of an environment of decadence. 


MEASURE OF NATION’S WORTH 


It is often said that we must not lose 
our perspective in taking Olympic medals as 
the measure of a nation’s worth, and, 
considering that the difference between a 
medal and no medal is often no more than a 
tenth of a second, this is of course quite 
correct. However, Britain’s mediocre medal 
tally at the Olympics would be more bearable 
were it not an accurate reflection of the 
health and fitness of our population 
generally. While accidents and luck can 
determine a specific event, Olympic perfor- 
mance taken over twenty years and encom- 
passing five Olympiads cannot help but even 
out into a fair reflection of national physical 
standards. Looking to one’s right and one’s 
left about the streets of any British town or 
city, one cannot help but feel that this is so 
in our case. How often today does one see 


a young man or young woman whom one 
can call a really good physical specimen? 
And yet in a really healthy community it 
should be possible to say this of the great 
majority. 

However much we detest Communism 
— and this journal is not likely to qualify for 
the title of pro-Communist — we have to 
acknowledge that the Communist world 
does not suffer, as we seem to do, from a 
state of utter indifference to the physical 
condition of its young people. On the 
contrary, it goes to great pains to train them 
up to high standards of fitness and strength. 
Such a policy may in the future take its toll 
on us in events more serious than the 
Olympics. 

Some may claim in answer to this that 
it is the shamateurism of the Communist 
countries that is the decisive factor in 
Olympic success. It certainly is a factor, but 
it is only a part of the general difference in 
attitudes. We are unable to stop this 
shamateurism, any more than we are able to 
alter the massively organised athletic regime 


of the countries where it is practised. Why 


G DOWN TO EARTH 


ANOTHER DIVE AT MUNICH 


then do we persist in humiliating ourselves by 
sending our own athletes to compete against 
it under conditions of such handicap? 

For the 7th time since the war Britain 
comes back from the Olympics with an also- 
ran record, and for the 7th time since the 
war (and before the war it was the same) 
there is the usual post-mortem, with its 
moans and its groans and its resolutions. And 
at the end of it all we can safely predict that, 
as usual, nothing will be done. 

Nothing will be done because, however 
much national sentiment may demand it, 
such sentiment will not penetrate where it 
matters — the corridors of power. There 
liberal ideals will prevail, as ever before — 
liberal concepts of sport as well as liberal 
concepts of international relations and of the 
rights and duties of the individual in society. 

And so we will probably go to Montreal 
in 1976 with the same old pattern repeating 
itself once again. Thus will it be until at the 
head of national affairs the dreamy counte- 
nance of liberalism and brotherhood dis- 
appears and is replaced by the firm jaw of 
national resolution and will-to-win. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


The fundamental fallacy of the ‘liberal’ creed is that individuals are, by some 
mysterious chemistry, endowed with ‘rights’ — whereas in fact ordered society is 
fundamentally built on duties. It is only through the acceptance and performance 


of those duties that rights arise. 


Freedom in essence depends on the restriction of freedom. A man’s very right 
to his home and family exists only because his neighbour has a duty not to snatch 
them from him; he is free to live a civilised life because the law deprives others 
of the freedom to interfere with it. Civilisation is possible only where this relationship 
is clearly understood, and freedom is possible only where the duties that create 
rights are stipulated in a stable constitution, that is to say, a living and implicitly 


accepted tradition. 


In every country of the free world, however, the ‘liberals’, exalted by their 
ignorance of social structure, and the Communists, recognising an ideal instrument 
of destruction, agitate for ‘democracy’, by which they mean the utmost and 
indiscriminate extension to everyone of freedom without duties, and of the right to 
influence the destiny of the nation, whether for good or evil, in whatever way his 


own whims or interests may suggest. 


What the ‘liberals’ ignore and the Communists conceal is the elementary fact 
that, since only a few in any generation can be above the average and above existing 
conditions, it is only the few whose free influence can elevate and ameliorate. The 
majority, particularly the many below parity in sanity, health and vigour, can, by 
exercising their unrestrained influence on existing conditions, only debase them. 


S. E. D. Brown 
THE ANATOMY OF LIBERALISM 
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DAVID HIDSON 


RACE AND INTEGRATION: 


SCIENTISTS SPEAK OUT 


« 


* ...IF those Negroes with the fewest Caucasian 
genes are, in fact, the most prolific and also the 
least intelligent, then genetic enslavement will be 
the destiny of the next generation. The con- 
sequences may be extremes of racism for both 
Blacks and Whites.” 

“ , .. that for low IQ Negro populations, 
each 1 per cent of Caucasian ancestry raises the 
average 10 by one point... ... the major deficit 
in Negro intellectual performance must be primarily 
of hereditary origin.” 

These are the words of Dr. William Shockley, 
inventor of the transistor, Nobel laureate, geneticist 
and currently professor of Electrical Engineering 
at Stanford University, California, to the American 
Psychological Association in September 1971. 

Of late, Dr. Shockley has been in the 
spearhead of the new wave of “Race Scientists” 
attempting to break through the hypocritical 
barrier of “academic Freedom” to demand an 
objective, national study of race and intelligence 
in the USA. The National Academy of Sciences 
has several times voted against sponsoring such a 
study. 

Why? the reader will ask. Haven’t we all 
been told how oppressed and deprived the Negroes 
are and how these “‘environmental factors” have 
caused the Negro’s almost zero contribution to 
culture? How is it that the Establishment mouth- 
pieces tell us that “‘everyone is created equal’’, 
whatever that may mean, when in our hearts we 
know that the truth is otherwise? 

The fact is that the assumption of flat 
human equality in intellectual capability is basic 
to all liberal and communistic political philosophies. 
If this assumption is indeed false, then al! the 
pious ideas of peace, redistribution of wealth, and 
equality of the liberals are constituted on a 
foundation of fiction. 


JENSEN BROADSIDE 


One of the first broadsides against this 
foundation was delivered by Dr. Arthur Jensen in 
February 1969 in the prestigious Harvard 
Educational Review in which was published some 
of his research into race, heredity and intelligence. 
Dr. Jensen made two important points which have 
significant bearing on the attempts of the US 
Government to integrate forcibly the Black and 


White races at the school child level: 

(1) Compensatory school programmes (such as 
Head Start) are a failure; they have not raised IQ 
or scholastic achievement, and 

(2) these programmes were built on two false 
assumptions: that children are equally endowed 
with intelligence at birth; and that differences in 
their scholastic achievement can be equalised by 
improving the environments of children who do 
poorly. 

Dr. Jensen also verified that the 1Q difference 
of 15 to 20 points between the average Negro and 
the average White is almost exclusively hereditary 
in nature. This was easily done by comparing 
Negroes and Whites from the same educational 
and socio-economic backgrounds to eliminate en- 
vironmental biases. Even so, many Whites from 
the poorest backgrounds scored significantly higher 
than the better-off Blacks. The most deprived 
minority in the USA, the Red Indians, scored seven 
IQ points higher than the Negroes. 

It has been argued that poor nutrition, due 
to poverty, has adversely affected the Negro 
intelligence over the years, the false implication 
being that if Negroes had adequate nutrition their 
IQ’s would be the same as those of White people. 
But this is not an argument that withstands logical 
analysis. It is frequently forgotten that most poor 
people in the US are White people (even though 
in many parts of the USA most of the welfare 
hand-outs go to Negroes) and poor diet affects 
them in the same way. The difference in IQ that 
is measured has a racial basis. 


“GUILT COMPLEX” 


Dr. Jensen further states that “ .. . our 
disturbed conscience (guilt complex) over the 
‘historical mistreatment’ of Blacks in this country 
may hinder our ability to ask the right questions 
and to see answers through research.” 

Jensen’s point about our ability to ask the 
right questions is well taken. Just recently, Dr. 
Shockley was denied permission by Dean L. Moses 
of Stanford University’s Graduate Studies to teach 
a course in racial genetics because his “objectivity” 
and I quote, “‘was in doubt” (!) — despite the fact 
that he is one of the most qualified men in the 
world. 

One wonders who calls the tune for the 


University that employed Angela Davis, the Negro 
Communist, and does employ Herbert Marcuse, 
another well known Red revolutionary and darling 
of the liberal-left. Apparently their qualifications 
and “objectivity” are beyond reproach. Equally 
amazing are the courses in “Black Studies’ and 
“Marxist Philosophy” and other such rot which are 
given credit status! 


The reason? 

Quite simply, Dr. Shockley stands for the 
truth about race and intelligence, refusing to be 
blackmailed by the Marxist Mafia that controls so 
many of our Western Universities today. In 
discussing this “ . . . our national Negro illness’, 
Shockley says, “I sincerely and thoughtfully believe 
that my current attempts to demonstrate that 
American Negro shortcomings are preponderantly 
hereditary in nature is the action most likely to 
reduce Negro agony in the future.” 

Harvard professor of psychology, Dr. Richard 
Herrenstein, has added his voice to the barrage. In 
the September, 1971 Atlantic magazine he con- 
cludes that intelligence is largely hereditary, that 
the US ruling class is of higher IQ than the lower 
classes and that this new caste system based on 
intelligence will only become more obvious the 
more our technological society advances. 

Herrenstein was frank to the point of 
curtness speaking of ghetto riots: ““They’re not 
rebelling because they don’t have jobs they could 
have and are being denied. They are crazy rebels 
who are too dumb for these jobs, and that’s why 
they don’t have them. So they’re rebelling against 
against their genes.” Needless to say, this 1Q 
division corresponds almost exactly with the racial 
division between White and Black. 


GENETICS DESTROYS MARXISM 


He also made some astute political ob- 
servations concerning the ulterior motives of the 
race-mixers: ‘‘Many liberal folks are made rather 
nervous by the idea of inherited differences in 
intelligence. The topic is inherently explosive, and 
radicals recognised that and exploited it... My 
article is inimical to certain Marxian tenets. Some 
of the brighter radicals realise how dangerous my 


Contd. on page 15 


AUTHOR NOTE 


DAVID HIDSON has been a member of the 
National Front for three years. After obtaining 
a Batchelor of Science (Honours) degree from the 
Imperial College of Science and Technology, 
London, two years ago, he went on a scholarship 
to Carleton University, Ottawa, Canada, where he 
-is preparing his Doctorate of Philosophy thesis as 
a member of the Science Faculty. 

David was involved in politics before he 
left St. Albans County Grammar School. At this 
time he was attracted by Marxism. By the time 
he was 17 he was a member of the National 


Page twelve 


Executive Committee of Britain’s oldest established 
Marxist party, the Socialist Party of Great Britain, 
and was Press Officer for the S.P.G.B. Mid-Herts 
Branch. 

He was obliged to change his political ideas 


radically when he came to see, as a result of 


independent study, that the Marxian ‘line’ on race, 
heredity and genetics was not just mistaken but 
a cynical concoction of deliberate deceptions. 
Alive to the possibility that as Marxists lie about 
the fundamental issue of race, they are quite as 
likely to lie about other important subjects, he 


began investigating alternative political outlooks. 

Rejecting the Conservative, Labour and 
Liberal parties as organs of the same rotten 
Establishment, he turned his attention to the 
National Front. After a certain amount of 
hesitancy caused by suggestions in the National 
Press that the NF was “neo-Fascist’’, David studied 
the Nationalist case in depth. He joined the NF 
when he became convinced that Nationalism is the 
only political ideology which can sustain a truly 
progressive civilisation and a culture which strives 
for excellence. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


PROOF-IF PROOF WERE 
NEEDED- THAT... 


HEATH HAS 
DECEIVED 


THE 
PEOPLE 


SHORTLY before the last General Election Mr. 
Enoch Powell advised all of his supporters, who are 
by no means confined to the Conservative Party 
camp, to vote Conservative. I do not doubt that 
Mr. Powell is sincere in his anti-Coloured Im- 
migration views, but the fact remains that he gave 
wrong advice to the British people. 

Few people doubt that it was in fact Mr. 
Powell who won the last election for the Conser- 
vative Party. Several surveys of voting patterns 
have shown that a significant number of traditional 
Labour voters switched to the Tories because they 
“wanted to vote for Enoch” — that is, for Mr. 
Powell’s anti-[mmigration policies. Those naive 
souls have been cruelly conned, as the Conservative 
Government’s decision to allow the 80,000 
Ugandan Asians to pour into Britain established. 

Whether or not Mr. Powell himself was a 
part of this confidence trick is a matter for debate, 
though my personal view is that he too may have 
been taken advantage of and then later betrayed by 
the Heath Gang. What is certain is that while Heath 
detests Powell and Powell’s ideas, the chubby 
sailor who only smiles at Press cameras took full 
advantage of the Powellite ‘movement’ during his 
General Election campaign. 

In particular, he issued from his private 
office a special stereo-type ‘‘personal’”’ letter to all 
the many thousands of voters who wrote to him 
asking what a Conservative Government’s Im- 
migration policy would be. 


HEATH’S BROKEN PROMISES 


In his reply he stated the following: 

“The next Conservative Government will... 
1—Strictly limit the number of Immigrants coming 
into this country. 
2—Immigrants who are admitted will not be 
granted an immediate unconditional right to settle 
here permanently. 
3—Immigrants will only be allowed where they are 
needed for a specific job in a specific place for a 
specific time. 
4—Only wives and young children will have the 
jt to join Immigrants who have already settled 

ere. 
5—Further Immigrants will be prevented from 
settling in any area where the pressure on social 
services is thought to be too great.” 

EVERY SINGLE ONE OF THESE FIRM 
PROMISES HAS BEEN BROKEN. 

The amount of Immigration into Britain has 
not been “‘strictly limited’. Even apart from the 
influx of the 80,000 Ugandan Asians, the Tories 
have allowed in 40,000 ‘legal’ Immigrants each 
year since they came into office. Furthermore, in- 
adequate steps have been taken to prevent massive 


illegal Immigration, and such Immigrants who are. 


discovered are rarely repatriated, except oc- 


casionally for those few who are actually caught 
on the beaches. 

Not the slightest step has been taken by the 
Tories to establish that Immigrants do not 
necessarily have a right to settle here permanently. 
On the contrary, vast sums of money lave been 
spent on projects to ensure that Immigrants 
integrate fully into British society. No Ministry 
of Repatriation has been established. Immigrants 
who seek repatriation are referred to a private 
‘charity’ whose social workers do their best to 
persuade the Immigrants to stay. Enormous 
amounts of public money have been spent on 
printing literature in dozens of different languages 
informing the Immigrants what their “rights” are, 
but little or no publicity has been given to 
repatriation facilities. 

Not the slightest attempt has been made by 
the Tory Government to prevent Immigrants from 
going into areas where unemployment is already 
high. So far from keeping out Immigrants who do 
not have a secured job to go to, all the Government 
has done is direct the Immigrants to the nearest 
Social Security office when they arrive in the 
country. 


SPECIAL RIGHTS FOR BLACKS 


The Government has likewise not restricted 
the immigration of other than wives and young 
children of Immigrant male heads of families 
already here. The chronic sick, the halt, the lame, 
first cousins twice removed, aunts, uncles, best 
friends — they’ve all been allowed to pour in, 
regardless of the fact that they will be a heavy 
burden on the taxpayer. On top of this, the 
Government has allowed the introduction of a Bill 
in the House of Lords which will give full legal 
recognition and Social Security benefits to second, 
third and fourth (simultaneous) wives of Coloured 
Immigrants and their children. Bigamy laws still 
apply against native born white people. 

Finally, the Government has not taken any 
special powers to prevent “further Immigrants from 
settling in any area where the pressure on social 
services is thought to be too great.” This very 
request was made by Councillors of cities like 
ig ong Leicester, Bradford, and of boroughs 
like Ealing and Brent — whose social services are on 
the verge of collapse thanks to the Immigrant 
influx — when the grim news of the U; n 
Asian invasion was announced. But the Govern- 
ment specifically rejected the reasonable proposition 
as “unconstitutional and dictatorial” ... the very 

licy which Heath himself had promised to 
implement before he assumed office! 

Despite the fact that every single one of 
Heath’s promises has been broken, he and creatures 
like Robert Carr and Alec Douglas-Home (“the 
man of integrity”) have the gall to come on to our 
television screens with expressions of stern nobility 
and resolute sincerity on their faces and lecture the 
British people on their “legal and moral ob- 
ligations”! These men must be utterly convinced 
that the British people are the stupidest shower of 
spineless idiots on the face of the earth! (If we are 
honest with ourselves, who can blame the poli- 
ticians for thinking this way?) 

Because the mass of the British people have 
confined their protests against the betrayals both of 
Conservative and Labour Governments to the pub 
and the works canteen, the politicians clearly 
think that the people will put up with anything. 
It is because of past gross cowardice on the part of 
the British people that the Government is able to 
keep “promises” to the likes of the Ugandan 
Asians, and break them with the electorate. 


MORE HEATH TRICKERY 


Heath’s complete contempt for the British 
people and national institutions was exemplified by 
the timing of the announcement of the Asian 
invasion. It is common knowledge in Whitehall and 
Fleet Street that Heath knew that the Asians were 
going to get kicked out of Uganda months before 


the public announcement was made. 

But during the period of the last Parliament 
the Tories were up to their eyes in trouble with the 
Common Market legislation, with troubles arising 
from the Industrial Relations Act, and with the 
Northern Ireland situation. 

If the Ugandan Asian crisis had come on top 
of all these other problems then there is little doubt 
that Heath’s slender Parliamentary majorities would. 
have disappeared altogether, and he would have 
been forced to call an election — which event could 
have effectively prevented Britain from joining the 
Common Market. 

It is accepted that Heath struck a deal with 
General Amin to the effect that if Amin would 
delay his announcement until the last week of the 
last Parliament, then Britain would accept all the 
Asians and continue to give Uganda foreign aid. 
With Parliament closed for the long Summer recess, 
and millions of Britons away for their holidays, 
Heath hoped that there would be no forum for any 
expression of Parliamentary or public anger until 
after the majority of Asians had arrived — by which 
time he hoped that the apathetic and cowardly 
British public would have accepted the invasion as 
an accomplished fact. 

It seems, however, that Heath misjudged the 
spirit of the British people — and misjudged the 
ability of the National Front to organise effective 
demonstrations against the Asian invasion which 
had the effect of sparking off numerous demon- 
strations not just on the part of other patriotic 
groups, but also on the part of independent groups 
of workers and housewives. 

There can be no doubt that the first 
Smithfield Workers march in London — which was 
promoted and organised jointly by Smithfield 
men and the National Front — plus the distribution 
by the National Front of more than half a million 
anti-Asian invasion leaflets during the first three 
weeks of September, had the effect of getting a 
nation-wide anti-[mmigration movement on the 
road. 


PUBLIC OUTCRY 


The public outcry thus aroused caused 
Robert Carr to dash back to London still dripping 
wet from the beaches of Corfu, and necessitated 
Alec Douglas-Home — dripping wet at any time — 
to make a panicky Ministerial broadcast to the 
nation. Neither event had the slightest effect on 
public opinion. Indeed, press commentators — 
even of the most revoltingly pro-Immigrant variety 
— have had to admit that the vast majority of the 
British people are utterly opposed to the Asians 
being allowed to come to Britain. 

It may be that the intensity of public feeling 
over this issue will die soon — but what is certain 
is that the British public will never again be quite 
so apathetic over the issue of Immigration. 
Thousands of people who have never before 
become involved in mass expressions of public 
feeling have become involved in the anti- 
Immigration campaign, have come into contact 
with patriotic groups like the National Front and 
the British Campaign to Stop Immigration, have 
avidly read literature issued by those organisations. 

Most important of all, the British people 
have rather surprised themselves with the amount 
of fuss and commotion they are able to make when 
they really want to. They now have a sense of their 
own potential to exert influence in a way that they 
did not have before. The brainwashing campaign 
of the Race Relations Industry has been put back 
by at least ten years. 

It is vital that pressure be put on the few 
patriots left in the House of Commons to detach 
themselves from the camp of the Establishment. In 
particular, Enoch Powell must be persuaded never 
again to ask the British people to give blanket 
support to the Conservative Party. 

The people must be advised: “Only vote for 
a candidate — no matter what his party — if he is 
genuinely in favour of halting all Coloured Immig- 
ration and supports a policy of repatriation; other- 
wise DON’T VOTE AT ALL.” 
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Why Ulster Loyalists 
Won't Trust The Tories 


- By Enoch Powell 


Mr. William Whitelaw, the Secretary of State 
for Northern Ireland, is much given to expressing 
astonishment and distress, in equal proportions, at 
the discovery that his assurances to the people of 
this province are not believed. He repeats fre- 
quently and emphatically the time hallowed 
formulae about the people of Northern Ireland not 
being handed over without their consent. What 
more, he asks, can they want? Why do they not 
trust me? 

I intend this evening to try to help Mr. 
Whitelaw to understand, not so much because it is 
one’s duty at all times to offer counsel and en- 
lightenment to a colleague but because it is the 
incomprehension of basic reality which the British 
Government manifests in the person of the Secretary 
of State that is claiming a rising toll of death and 
suffering and is hurrying this province and its 
people towards the bourne from which there would 
be no return. 

The reason why Mr. Whitelaw and the 
Government are disbelieved is not that people 
think they are deliberately telling untruths and 
intending to deceive. The reason is simply this: 
their actions and their behaviour contradict their 
words. It is not possible both to assure the people 
of Northern Ireland that their place in the United 
Kingdom will be maintained, and at the same time 
to have parleyed with the I.R.A., face to face in the 
capital of the kingdom: or at the same time to bask 
in the adulation of an Opposition whose Leader 
has been publicly complimented by the Govern- 
ment for proposals designed to produce a united 
Ireland in the measurable future; or at the same 
time to proclaim the intention of finding a 
“political solution” to which no avenue will be 
treated as barred and to which the agreement is 
sought of those who are fundamentally committed 
against Ulster being part of the United Kingdom; 
or at the same time to seek what, before Stormont 
was suspended, used to be called “tripartite” 
understanding on Northern Ireland with the 
Republic, whose very constitution asserts that 
Northern Ireland belongs to it already. 

When those within and without, friend and 
enemy alike, observe the actions and reactions of 
Her Majesty’s Government, they think to them- 
selves: “The British Government want out. They 
do not mean what they say. Otherwise, why would 
they talk about reconciliation with those who are 
irreconcilable? and why would they so scrupulously 
refrain from any act or attitude which would 
commit them to maintain the status quo against all 
comers?” 


SPEECH “BORDERING ON 
INCITEMENT TO SUBVERSION” 


I will tell you of a little experience of my 
own. Last month I made a speech in County 
Down. It was a speech in which I warned the 
loyal majority, in clear and solemn terms, against 
taking the law into their/own hands; and it was 
delivered before those attions of the UDA which 
we all remember. By chance, it came to my 
attention that, behind my back, in a letter to a 
constituent, one of Her Majesty’s defence ministers, 
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THE OFFICIAL TEXT OF 
MR. POWELL’S SPEECH TO 
THE CO. ARMAGH UNIONIST 


ASSOCIATION AT 
LOUGHGALL ON’ FRIDAY 
28th JULY 1972. 


a Mr. Kirk, had described the speech as “bordering 
on incitement to subversion.” I concluded that he 
could not have seen what I actually said, and I sent 
him the text. To my astonishment he not only 
persisted in his accusation, but cited verbatim in 
support of it the following sentence: “All the more 
doggedly, therefore,” this is what I said to the 
Unionists assembled at Banbridge, “must you 
fortify and entrench yourselves behind the plain 
uncomplicated things for which you stand.” And 
what were these “plain, uncomplicated things”? 
I will read on: “The answer is: loyalty to the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland; and union, meaning the union of all its 
parts, including this one.” 

So things have come to this pass, that when 
a Member of Parliament exhorts his fellow citizens 
in Northern Ireland to remain peaceably loyal to 
the union of the kingdom, his words appear to one 
of Her Majesty’s ministers for defence — for 
defence (mind you!), not social services or tech- 
nological research — to be “bordering on incitement 
to subversion”. When such is the mentality which 
prevails about Northern Ireland in the ranks of the 
Government itself, need Mr. Whitelaw be so sur- 
prised if his assurances ring less than credible? 
After all, what do people think that the famous 
“initiative” itself was all about, into which the 
Government talked themselves backwards in March, 
and in which we are assured, in the intervals 
between the detonation of bombs and the rattle of 
musketry, that they still persist? Was the purpose 
of the initiative to give the majority of this people 
a reassurance which they had hitherto lacked? to 
be able to grapple this province to the rest of the 
kingdom with tighter hoops of steel? to demon- 
strate more firmly still to whomsoever it might 
concern anywhere in the world that no threats or 
violence or assaults would prevail to prize Britain 
loose from her purpose? Did it look like that then? 
Does it look like that now? 

No, Mr. Whitelaw need not go far to find the 
answer to his puzzlement. 


CONTRADICTIONS OF BRITISH 
GOVERNMENT NOT ELIMINATED 


If Northern Ireland is to be saved from civil 
war and incalculable disaster, the policy of the 
Government must be radically altered. When I say 
‘radically’, I mean ‘radically’. A week ago I asked 
Mr. Whitelaw in the House of Commons how many 
more lives would be fruitlessly sacrificed before he 
came to realise that the political policy on which 
he is engaged will have to be altered. The grim 


answer — still, alas, incomplete — was given by the 
carnage of the three following days. Certain 
military steps were thereupon taken which, if they 
were possible and necessary then, had been possible 
and necessary two weeks, two months, before and 
ought to have been taken two weeks, two months 
before. But let no one make the mistake of 
concluding that thereby the fatal political contra- 
diction of the British government’s policy has been 
eliminated. Within 24 hours Mr. Whitelaw was 
heard inviting all and sundry to write to him with 
their ideas about how Northern Ireland should be 
governed — like a competition in Tit-Bits or Home 
Chat — and promising himself an interesting 
postbag. Within 48 hours his Minister of State, 
Mr. Paul Channon, was inviting Miss Devlin to 
“come forward with some constructive way in 
which we can achieve a political solution”. 


“POLICY MUST BE 
RADICALLY ALTERED” 


I repeat: the policy must be radically 
altered; it must be so altered as to place beyond 
doubt what is disbelieved in words: that the 
integrity of this province as part of the kingdom 
will be upheld, come what may. This is. not a 
doctrine of bloodshed and brute force: it is the 
reverse. The soil in which violence grows and 
flourishes is doubt of Britain’s purpose. Until that 
doubt is removed, the results of military action — 
whether, in the hideous jargon, “low-profile” or 
“high-profile” — are written in water. 

I have indicated over and over again what 
the main requirements are, and I will repeat them 
now. 

First, recognise the fact, which Britain has 
denied for fifty years and the Republic has 
asserted for fifty years that the United Kingdom 
and the Republic are two countries, two nations, 
and not one: and draw the consequences from that 
fact in the normal manner which prevails through- 
out the world. Implement the law which enables 
movement between the two countries to be con- 
trolled. Desist from regarding as citizens, for the 
purpose of voting and other rights of citizenship, 
those who have perpetually declared themselves 
to be aliens. 

Secondly, and as a corollary, institute strict 
control over all transit of persons by land, sea or 
air, between the Republic and the United Kingdom: 
and for the duration of the emergency prohibit 
all vehicular traffic across the land frontier, except 
by a small number of routes. These are the 
measures which anywhere else in the world would 
be taken as a matter of course when enemy forces 
were based in the territory of a neighbouring 
country. 

Thirdly, increase the police forces, including 
the police reserves, to the point at which they are 
capable of enforcing the law throughout the 
province, and make arms available to them wher- 
ever necessary for this purpose. The troops are 
in Northern Ireland as an emergency backing and 
support to the police and the civil power, and not 
as an external, neutral arbiter or army of oc- 
cupation. The government must céase to connive 
at, or tolerate, the exclusion or replacement of the 


lawful civil power in any part of the province. 

If there was one error more potent than 
another in bringing the present series of catas- 
trophes upon the people of this province, it was 
the deliberate and almost gleeful supercession 
of the police in 1969 by a British government 
which treated them with thinly veiled hostility. 
There can be no peace and no civilised life where 
law and order are the responsibility of the military 
and not the civil power. The business of the Army 
is to defend the frontier, to destroy the enemy 
under arms within, and to support civil authority 
when it might otherwise be overwhelmed by 
superior force; but the Queen’s peace and the laws 
can only be restored and enforced by a strong and 
confident police. 

Finally, stop all the fiddle-faddle about 
conferences and constitutions and fancy franchises. 
We happen to have a constitution in the United 
Kingdom and in Northern Ireland, and we have 
no need to invent new ones to amuse or appease 
those who want no Northern Ireland and no United 
Kingdom. If the government will not give Northern 
Ireland democratic government from Westminster 
like the rest of the kingdom, let the democratic 
government which Westminster took away from 
Northern Ireland be restored. 

There almost seems no limit to Westminster’s 
appetite for self-deception over the affairs of 
Northern Ireland. For months and even years now, 
every pause or intermission in the advancing success 
of the war against this province has been hailed as 
evidence that “we are getting on top of the 
gunmen” or, more recently, that “‘the initiative is 
succeeding”. On the occasion of the so-called 
“truce” it required wilful blindness of a supreme 
order not to perceive that the truce itself, far from 
being a sign of defeat or exhaustion on the part of 
the I.R.A., was a demonstration of their confident 
ability to switch from one tactic to another, a 
demonstration deliberately and (one would have 
thought) unmistakeably underlined by the planned 
operation immediately preceding and following the 
period while the truce lasted. 


DISASTER FOR MR. HEATH? 


To watch the events and listen to the 
accompanying Westminster commentary is like 
witnessing a gigantic and horrible cat-and-mouse 
performance. Like a nightmare, it seems as if it 
could go on for ever, one hideous episode following 
another. But the time is approaching when there 
has to be an end. Government cannot indefinitely 
fail to fulfil the most elementary duty of any 
government — to defend the citizen — without 
ceasing to be government at all. If that were to 
come, it would not be Mr. Whitelaw who would 
go. It would be Mr. Heath himself; for on him is 
bound to rest the final responsibility for the 
successive phases of policy which have brought 
mounting disaster in the last two years. 

A week ago we read that the Prime Minister 
had told an audience at the Royal Commonwealth 
Society that ‘‘the British Government and people 
have a right to ask the people of Northern Ireland 
to assert themselves against the men of violence”. 
One would scarcely credit that such an exhortation 
could be addressed to unarmed men and women by 
a government which is conspicuously and in- 
creasingly failing to provide them with the basic 
security and physical protection, let alone enjoy- 
ment of their lawful rights in peace, which it is 
the obligation of government to furnish. It is hard 
to say whether the lack of imagination or the lack 
of comprehension is the more dangerous: lack of 
imagination to realise how such language and such 
attitudes must strike the inhabitants of Belfast and 
Londonderry, Strabane or Portadown; or lack of 
comprehension to understand that the essential 
ingredient mission is that which the Government 
have themselves removed — conviction that the 
cause of Northern Ireland as part of the United 
Kingdom is the cause of the British Government 
and of the British nation. 


RACE & INTEGRATION 
contd. from page 12. 


conclusions are to their philosophical beliefs .. .” 

Political arguments are not all that are made 
either. Dr. Jensen, when he published his article 
in the Harvard Educational Review, received threats 
against his life and physical intimidation by loutish 
Communist students. Similar treatment has been 
accorded Dr. Shockley who has had his classes 
disrupted by unruly ruffians from the so-called 
“Youth Against War and Fascism” group. 

All these are strong words, not from any 
street corner fanatic, but, from some of the most 
brilliant minds in the world. It is not we, the 
racists, who are the bigots, but quite clearly the 
liberal-Communist blood-brothers who will do 
anything, even to the point of falsifying and 
twisting the content of an entire branch of science, 
to try to “prove” the “rightness” of an obscene 
dogma. 

The foregoing has, over the past few years, 
caused a furore in the scientific world. Now, at 
last, some of these scientists are beginning to 
realise (publicly) the political import of their views 
with regard to racial integration. 

Bussing — the moving of school children 
forcibly many miles from home to other schools 
to achieve “racial balance” — is potentially, and 
in many places already is, the most explosive 
political issue in the USA. Officially, this is 
supposed to supply more “quality education” to 
all. Recently, Time magazine reported on a survey 
by Harvard sociologist, David J. Armor, on bussing 
results in six northern US cities. He found that 
four of the five major premises of integration 
police “failed to be supported by the data”. 

On the question of improved education he 
said, “None of the studies have been able to 
demonstrate, conclusively, that integration has had 
an effect on academic achievement as measured 
by standardised tests.” It is, of course, true that 
both races suffer owing to increased racial tensions. 
One issue Armor plays down, but with 


which every White parent whose children attend 
racially integrated schools is well acquainted, is 
crime — and Negro crime at that. Rapes, 
muggings and, just recently, even murder, are 
becoming more common in the Northern integrated 
schools where a few years ago they were unheard 
of. Teachers in some predominantly Black schools 
are offered extra salaries, sometimes as much as a 
thousand dollars a year extra, as “combat pay” to 
convince them to teach in those schools. 

These are some of the real reasons for the 
amazing landslide victories of Governor George C. 
Wallace in the Democratic primaries in many 
Northern states previously thought to be the 
electoral realm of the Establishment liberals. Their 
answer to the miserable failure of integration is to 
cry for more integration! 

It is thus not hard to see why much of this 
is censored out of the news. These scientists are 
saying, in effect, that the liberal idea of race is in 
fact founded on fiction, and, what is more, the 
direction of US government racial policy since 
1954 has been one ghastly mistake. As for 
admissions of guilt or recognition of the mistake, 
we need not wait for the liberals to speak. The 
Earth will crumble into dust before that day arrives. 

To say that these outspoken comments from 
some scientists are bringing new information to 
light is only partially true because, as far as 
genuine science is concerned, there has never been 
any doubt about the interrelationship of race, 
heredity and the differences in intellectual capacity 
between the races. The facts have only been 
concealed and perverted by a few unscrupulous 
people of Left-Wing political persuasion whom the 
Establishment has seen fit to nurture at the 
expense of truth. 

To remedy this inexcusable state of affairs, 
we can, and must, as individuals, and as a racial 
nationalist movement, ensure that these facts 
obtain the widest possible circulation and publicity, 
for as surely as the resurrection of our people 
depends on victory of our Movement, the future 
of our culture is rooted deep in the heritage of 
our race. 
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NATIONAL FRONT LEADS PROTESI 


FASTEST MEMBERSHIP 
GROWTH EVER REGISTERED 


During the last month or so the National Front has experienced the most 
rapid growth in its five year history. It has become commonplace to receive 
100 enquiries in a day at Head Office in Croydon and on one day last month 
150 were received. On slack days enquiries have numbered at least 50. 

These enquiries are being largely converted into enlisted members as fast 
as literature can be sent out and branches can contact the enquirers concerned. 
By the 20th September nearly 250 new members had been enrolled during that 
month alone. After quiet but unspectacular progress for some time the NF has 
suddenly started to shoot ahead at a tremendous pace. 

This growth has been in no small part due to the fact that the NF has been 
seen to be taking the lead in the nation-wide protest against the new influx of 
Asiatics from Uganda. 
recent weeks, with hundreds of thousands of leaflets going out and big 
demonstrations in many parts of the country. Details of these activities are 
given on these pages, which have been expanded beyond the usual number to 
cope with the sudden rush of events and news. 


nt 


NF contingent 
leads march 
from Monday 
Club meeting 
(top). NF 
demonstrators 
pack end of 
Downing 
Street as 
letter is 
handed into 
No. 10 in pro- 
test against 
Asian influx 
(bottom). 
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A tremendous burst of activity has taken place in 


Downing St. 
Picketed 


The National Front started its series of 
nationwide “Stop the Asian Invasion” 
demonstrations on Friday 18th August by 
holding at very short notice a picket of 
Downing Street in Whitehall, London. It 
was not expected that many members would 
be able to attend this demonstration, as it 
was arranged to take place during working 
hours — and the Monday Club, supported by 
several other patriotic bodies, had only been 
able to raise forty people to support for a 
similar demonstration only two days before. 

However, by 4.30 p.m. in the afternoon 
more than 100 NF members were on the 
scene carrying Union Jack flags and banners 
bearing a wide variety of anti-Immigration 
slogans. Numerous vehicles passing by the 
demonstration slowed down and their oc- 
cupants — including whole bus loads of 
people — waved and cheered their support. 
Twelve passers-by joined the National Front 
on the spot. 

By 7 p.m. more than 200 NF members 
and supporters had assembled and they gave 
a great cheer when Mr. John Tyndall, Acting 
Chairman of the NF, arrived in order to 
deliver a petition of protest against the 
Asian Invasion addressed to the Prime 
Minister at 10 Downing Street. At this time 
the entrance to Downing Street was blocked 
by a sea of banners and flags. 

The petition having been delivered, an 
impromptu march along Whitehall to the 
Ugandan Embassy was organised in order to 
provide an occasion for Mrs. Joy Page, 
Chairman of the Immigration Control Assoc- 
iation, to deliver a letter of protest for the 
Attention of General Amin. This activity 
was completely free of unpleasant incidents 
due to the total absence of Communist 
organised opposition and the tactful super- 
vision of Police officers from Cannon Row 
Police Station. 

This demonstration won a considerable 
amount of national and provincial press 
publicity. A particularly excellent interview 
with Mrs. Ruth Robinson, a member of the 
Eltham NF Branch, was published in The 
Guardian the following day. Mrs. Robinson 
had caught The Guardian’s attention because 
she brought her two young sons to the 
activity. Mrs. Robinson defended her 
decision to involve her children in this 
protest, saying that it was necessary for all 
parents to counteract the multi-racialist pro- 
Communist poison injected into the minds 
of children at school. 


AGAINST ASIATIC INVAGIOR 


Smithfield 
Miarches 


Promoted 
by the NF 


It is accepted that the activity which 
triggered off large-scale demonstrations 
against the Asian Invasion throughout the 
country was the first Smithfield Meat Porters’ 
march, which took place on Thursday, 
August 24th. 

National Front H.Q. first heard of 
rumblings from Smithfield the previous 
Friday as a result of messages conveyed by 
NEF members working at the market. In the 
first instance the only information was that 
Mr. Ron Taylor, well known Smithfield 
anti-[mmigration activist, had called an open- 
air public meeting of his workmates which 
was arranged to take place in a square at the 
side of the market at noon on Monday 
21st August. 

Knowing that Mr. Taylor did not have 
at his disposal loudspeaker equipment, a team 
of H.Q. workers, including Mr. Gordon 
Brown, NF Administration Officer, arrived 
at the meeting place with amplification 
equipment made available by Mr. Tom 
Lamb, Acting Chairman of the NF Trade 
Union Group. 

This equipment enabled Mr. Taylor to 
bring to his platform a large number of his 
workmates, and after he had expressed his 
disgust at the decision of the Government to 
allow the Asians to come to Britain, he pro- 
posed that a march to the Home Office be 
organised for the following Thursday. This 
resolution won unanimous support from the 
Smithfield men present. 

Immediately this decision was taken 
NF members got to work duplicating 
thousands of leaflets advertising the march 
on behalf of the ad-hoc Smithfield Workers 
Against Immigration. These leaflets were 
immediately distributed to all Fleet Street 
newsdesks, and supplies were taken to NF 
Branch organisers who arranged for their 
distribution at several London docks, at the 
Covent Garden and Billingsgate markets, at 
G.P.O. sorting offices, railway stations and 
many other workplaces. 

For a major demonstration organised 
at such short notice, the turn-out was quite 
staggering. More than 600 meat-porters, 
dockers, office workers, housewives and 


others took the afternoon off to go on the 
march. At first the Police tride to persuade 
Mr. Taylor to take his march along the 
Embankment, which would have effectively 
hidden it from the people of London. But 
Mr. Taylor insisted that the march should 
go through Fleet Street, the Strand, Trafalgar 
Square and down Whitehall. This route 
through the heart of London made the 
march. 

Office workers by the hundred leaned 
out of windows to cheer the marchers on, 
and ‘thumbs-up’ signs were given by drivers 
and pedestrians. The only hostile demon- 
stration came from a gang of pudgy, 
smoothly dressed, dead-drunk newspaper 
gossip columnists, who staggered out of 
El Vino’s in Fleet Street — glasses in hand, 
to give V signs and shout abuse. The 
contrast between the decent working people 
on the march to defend their race and nation 
and the effete over-paid trendy scribblers 
symbolised the gap which exists between the 
masses and the mass-media. 

At Whitehall the Union Jack colour 
party at the head of the march dipped its 
flags as it went by the Cenotaph, then 
Mr. Taylor took his petition into the Home 
Office. The enthusiastic crowd streamed 
over the road to cheer him on, and the 
frightened Home Office staff thought that 
the marchers planned to invade the building, 
so its two massive doors were quickly 
slammed shut in their faces. The milling 
crowd soon came to order and reformed 
themselves for the march back to Smithfield. 

This march was accorded a considerable 
amount of press and T.V. publicity, as was 
the open-air rally which preceded the march, 
which was addressed by Mr. Ron Taylor, 
Chairman of the Smithfield Workers Against 
Immigration, Mr. Martin Webster, Activities 
Organiser of the NF, and Mr. Dan Harmston 
who works at Smithfield and who is a 
prominent member of Union Movement. 
Mr. Harmston’s colourful description of 
Asian infested Southall — he compared it to 
a film set from Ali Baba and the Forty 
Thieves — delighted his audience. 

Mr. Mark Bonham Carter of the Com- 
munity Relations Commission did his best 
to try and belittle the demonstration by 
describing it as “puny” — but it had a 
tremendous impact on the nation, en- 
couraging workers in many different cities 
to hold their own local demonstrations. The 


Due to a massive increase of National 
Front activity and news over the past month, 
we are suspending our usual ‘Trouble 
Shooting’ feature and correspondence page 
for this issue in order to give this news the 
space that it demands. 
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meat porters became a symbol of the will 
of the working people of Britain to resist the 
alien take-over of their land. 

So successful was the first Smithfield 
march that the Smithfield workers deter- 
mined to hold another march two weeks 
later, on Thursday 7th September, and once 
again the National Front put itself at their 
disposal. NF H.Q. prepared many thousands 
of leaflets advertising the activity which, as 
before, were distributed by NF members to 
workplaces all over London. Copies of the 
leaflets were also sent to the hundreds of 
people who had written to Mr. Taylor 
congratulating him on the success of the 
first march. Among these supporters were 
numerous Shop Stewards. A circularisation 
to the Press was also carried out, and a 
display advertisement appeared in the 
Evening News. 

After a brief meeting, at which Mr. 
Taylor, Mr. Webster, Mr. Harmston, Air Vice- 
Marshal Donald Bennett and Mrs. Joy Page 
of the Immigration Control Association were 
speakers, the column moved off — this time 
the target was Smith Square, Westminster, 
where Transport House and Conservative 
Party Central Office are located. 

Press reporters who attended the 
demonstration were clearly distressed at the 
size of the march. They had hoped to be 
able to report a smaller march, but in fact by 
the time the column had reached Whitehall 
a Police Inspector estimated that the activity 
was supported by 1,500 people. The Press 
was also upset by the considerable support 
given to the march by housewives, many of 
whom had brought their children with them. 
As before, passers by waved their encourage- 
ment. The demonstrators were marching 
eight abreast, and by the time its head 
reached Parliament Square its tail stretched 
back to Horseguards Parade. Incredibly, the 
Press Association ‘news’ service reported that 
there were only 200 people on the march! 

At Smith Square Mr. Taylor handed in 
to Transport House — which is the H.Q. both 
of the Transport and General Workers Union 
(the union to which the Smithfield men 
belong) and the Labour Party — letters of 
protest addressed to Mr. Harold Wilson and 
Mr. Jack Jones. He then moved over to Tory 
Central Office where a letter was handed in 
for the attention of the Prime Minister. 

Terrified that the marchers might tear 
these bastions of the Establishment apart 
stone from stone, the Police moved the 
column out of the Square as quickly as they 
could. The Police need not have worried for 
the demonstrators on this occasion — as on 
the previous march — were extremely well 
behaved. The Police were not obliged to 
make a single arrest on either march. 
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RACE TRAITORS 
DENOUNCED AT 
LONDON AIRPORT 


Violent scuffles with negro British 
Airport Authority Police and 300 National 
Front members and supporters broke out at 
London Airport on the evening of Tuesday 
12th September. The Airport Police had 
clearly been given strict instructions by the 
Authorities to prevent any demonstration 
against the Asian Invasion. 

The NF members turned up at the 
Airport with the intention of filling up the 
reception centre which had been provided by 
‘the Government’s Resettlement Board for 
the purpose of doling out to the Asians 
money (up to £500 per family on demand) 
and details of jobs and accommodation. On 
behalf of the million Britons who are un- 
employed, and the scores of thousands of 
British families who live in slum conditions, 
the NF members wanted to put in their 
claims for cash hand-outs, new accom- 
modation and jobs — with the intention of 
making out complaints to the Race Relations 
Board if the Resettlement Board do-gooders 
refused to entertain their claims. Hundreds 
of Race Relations Board complaint forms 
were on hand for this purpose. 

The Government clearly wanted to 
avoid the Resettlement and Race Board 
having to face this embarrassment, so the 
Police were instructed to drive NF members 
— amongst whom were a large number of 
women — from the premises. The un- 
necessary frogmarching ‘tactics employed 
against the women caused a very tense 
atmosphere. Police even prevented a peaceful 
picket parade by roughly grabbing banners 
from demonstrators’ hands. Many banners 
were broken; those that were not were 
“confiscated”. 

Violence exploded when one of the 
Coloured Airport Policemen went berserk 
and attacked an NF member. Another 
member attempted to restrain the assailant 
and was arrested for his pains. While this 
was going on the main part of the demon- 
strating crowd, who had set up a deafening 
chant of “If they’re Black — send them 
back!”? were pushed and shoved about by 
large numbers of nervous and obviously very 
inexperienced young Policemen. 

All this was filmed and extracts were 
shown on the BBC TV News later in the 
evening. Two interviews with Mr. Martin 
Webster, NF Activities Organiser, were also 
broadcast over the BBC Radio London 
network. Press publicity the following day 
was somewhat spoiled as a result of the 
uninvited intrusion of Mr. Colin Jordan on 
the occasion. The Daily Mail and Daily 
Mirror reported that Mr. Jordan was “leader 
of the National Front”. At the time of 
writing the Daily Mirror has published a 
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correction, and a correction from the Mail 
is expected. 

Savage fines were meted out by 
Uxbridge Magistrates against ten NF mem- 
bers, who had loaded on to them as many 
charges as the Airport Police could cook up 
from the London Airport by-laws. Charges 
ranged from “participating in a demonstration 
likely to cause inconvenience to airport 
passengers” to “resisting arrest”’ or “refuses 
to leave the premises when requested’. The 
total fines bill amounts tomore than £450 — 
a staggering amount when compared to the 
light fines given to Communist dockers who 
were convicted of really savage assaults. 

An emergency appeal has _ been 
launched to pay the fines of the arrested NF 
members, and all patriots should contribute 
as much as they can to this as soon as possible 
by sending their donations to NF National 
H. 


Aside from the unfortunate matter of 


Keep Them Qut Of Hounslow’ 


YES ayer ¥ 


More than fifty members of the 
Hounslow and Kingston and Richmond 
Branches of the NF held a lively demon- 
stration outside Hounslow Town Hall on 
Monday, 4th September, when Hounslow 
Councillors met to discuss the likely impact 
of the Asian Invasion on the Borough. The 
NF crowd soon trippled in size as passers by 
enthusiastically joined in the demonstration. 

Councillors were told in no uncertain 
terms what local people felt about the 
prospect of more Asians coming into their 
already Immigrant infested Borough. The 
crowd was clearly in an angry mood, but 
there were no unpleasant incidents as local 
Leftists steered well clear of the scene. 

Once it was known that the Council 
meeting had got well under way, Hounslow 
NF Organiser, Mr. Bill Brown, together with 
a small deputation, insisted on going in to 
the Town Hall and addressing the Councillors. 
Protestations that such an intrusion was 
against the rules and regulations were ignored. 
From the public gallery Mr. Brown read out a 
prepared statement of protest on behalf of 


the fines, the fact that there had been a 
commotion at the Airport over the Asian 
Invasion (instead of the planned peaceful 
demonstration) ensured wide publicity and 
retained public attention on the crisis at a 
time when the national press was desperately 
trying to divert it elsewhere. 

Manchester NF Branch has also been 
holding a series of demonstrations at an 
important point of entry for the Asians — 
Manchester Airport. Mr. Walter Barton, NF 
North of England Regional Organiser, has 
been turning up at the airport Sunday after 
Sunday during September, supported by 
more than a hundred NF members and other 
patriots, in order to hold picket demon- 
strations and distribute large quantities of 
anti-Immigration literature. Thanks to the 
generosity of an NF supporter, 20,000 NF 
leaflets were distributed in the Manchester 
area by Manchester Branch during the first 
two weeks of September. 


Local NF 
protests 

at Hounslow 
Town Hall 


local residents. The Chairman of the meeting 
tried to silence him by banging on his table, 
but Mr. Brown was not silenced and he read 
his statement in full. 

This most effective activity received 
considerable local coverage, and the text of 
Mr. Brown’s petition was re-printed by the 
local press, along with extensive reports of 
the demonstration. 

A similar demonstration organised by 
the same NF Branches, supported by local 
members of the Monday Club, was held on 
a later date in September, outside Ealing 
Town Hall. This time the Left had organised, 
and about two score members of the Inter- 
national Socialists, International Marxist 
Group and other Red riff-raff tried to shout 
the patriots down. One hairy wretch — his 
mind ‘blown’ on this occasion by robust 
patriotic slogan chanting — tried to get 
violent, but he was stopped in his tracks by 
a middle-aged housewife who walloped him 
over the head with “Stop the Asian Invasion” 
banner. This activity won national press 
coverage as well as local. 


2000 Support 
Leicester 
Rally 


One of the most impressive demon- 
strations against the Asian Invasion to date 
was the march and open-air public rally 
organised by the Leicester Branch of the 
National Front on Saturday 9th September. 
This march was promoted by the local 
organisers without any help from London, 
but public support for it was so great that it 
assumed the importance of a major national 
activity. 

News that the NF was to hold a 
demonstration in Leicester won attention 
from the local Press because the Race 
Relations Industry regard Leicester as a 
“powder keg”. In trying to frighten off 
local people from joining the demonstration, 
the Leicester Mercury declared that it was 
sure to “end in bloodshed”. Despite this and 
a. marked lack of co-operation from the 
Leicester City Police, Leicester organisers 
Graham Eustace, John Kynaston and Ron 
Silverwood pressed ahead with their plans. 

Their courage paid off handsomely, for 
while only a few NF members from other 
towns were able to support the activity (they 
were busy in their own areas!) the march 
attracted the support of more than a 
thousand citizens of Leicester who were only 
too delighted to be able to express their rage 
at the Tory Government’s betrayal of their 
best interests. 

Hundreds of shoppers left the pave- 
ments to join the march, and the column 
soon swelled to more than 1,000 persons. 
The crowd at the open-air public rally was 
even bigger — a Police estimate being 2,300 
persons — all but a tiny handful of whom 
were enthusiastic supporters. Main speaker 
at the rally was Mr. Jim Merrick, Chairman 
of the British Campaign to Stop Immigration, 
whose comments won a very warm reception 
from the great crowd. Waves of cheering 
broke out when Mr. Ron _ Silverwood, 
Leicester NF Branch Treasurer announced 
that the Branch would be putting up 16 
candidates at next year’s municipal elections. 

The demonstration — the biggest the 
city has seen for many years — received 
ample coverage from the press and TV. The 
TV camera men worked in liaison with 14 
hippy-communist counter demonstrators, 
who ran from corner to corner giving mock 
Nazi salutes. The camera crews filmed these 
antics at such an angle as to suggest to 
viewers that there were large numbers of 
people on the pavements hostile to the 
march. BBC Radio Leicester blotted out all 
news of the demonstration at the instigation 
of Leicester City Council, which subsidises 
the network out of local rates. 


HOUSEWIVES 
SUPPORT 
MIDLANDS 
PROTEST 

A small 
section of the 
magnificent 
NF march in 
Leicester 


B.C.S.I. Success at Bradford 


National Front members from different 
parts of Yorkshire and Lancashire supported 
a massed march and open-air public rally at 
Bradford organised by the Bradford-based 
British Campaign to Stop Immigration. 

This march won excellent pre-publicity 
as a result of two interviews given to the 
BBC World at One radio programme by 
British Campaign Chairman Mr. Jim Merrick 
during the week preceding the event. Asked 


‘by ultra-Leftist interviewer William Hard- 


castle whether he was a racialist, Mr. Merrick 
replied: “I don’t know what you mean by 
‘racialist’. It’s just a word that the Left Wing 


throw around to defame their opponents. If 
putting your own people first is ‘racialist’ 
then the vast majority of the British people 
are racialists.” 

More than a thousand people joined 
the march — most of them being local 
citizens of Bradford. As with the NF’s 
march in Leicester, many family groups took 
part in the demonstration. Fifty Inter- 
national Socialists, most of whom had been 
imported from as far away as Sheffield and 
Leeds, tried to mount a _ counter- 
demonstration, but they were completely 
ignored. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 


puts 


| Britain 


First 


The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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NF ENLIVENS 
MONDAY CLUB 


RALLY 


THE presence of more than 400 National Front members among the 2,000 strong crowd 
which attended the Monday Club anti-Immigration rally at Central Hall, Westminster, on 
Saturday 16th September, ensured that the function did not become an Establishment 


‘safety-valve’ operation. 

So-called “moderate” officials of the 
Club intended the rally to propagate not so 
much against the Asian invasion of our land 
as for continued support for the Heath 
Government despite its treachery in allowing 
the invasion to take place. In other words, 
the organisers intended the rally to be just 
another “don’t-rock-the-boat-chaps!”’ Judas- 
goat operation. 

John Biggs-Davison, M.P., one of the 
Club’s most prominent phoney “Rightists” 
was rewarded with cat-calls and a slow 
handclap — and not just from NF members 
— when he said that all persons in the hall 
who wished to see an end to Immigration 
could only achieve their objective by be- 
coming members of the Conservative Party. 
Mr. Biggs-Davison had considerable difficulty 
making a coherent speech, not only because 
of sustained heckling but also because he 
skipped paragraph after paragraph of his 
prepared text for fear of arousing even 
greater anger. 

Mr. Harold Soref, M.P., made a 
tolerable speech in which he contrasted the 
double-standards of the liberal Establishment 
whereby sanctions against Rhodesia were 
sustained while foreign aid was still being 
given to the Amin Uganda regime. Best 
speech of the afternoon came from Mr. 
Ronald Bell, whose opposition to his party’s 
policies over Immigration was as strong and 
as unequivocal as it is possible for a Con- 
servative to be. 

Originally the Club organisers planned 
to hold a march from the hall to Downing 
Street after the rally was over, in order to 
hand in a petition to 10 Downing Street — 
but the “threat” posed by a few hundred 
Communists and Trotskyites who had 
gathered outside to yell and bawl abuse, 
impelled the organisers to cancel their ar- 
rangements. Club officials even took away 
and hid their own members’ banners in the 
hope of preventing an unofficial march from 
taking place! 

However, National Front Directorate 
member Mr. Martin Vaux, in a question to 
the platform, demanded that a march take 
place, and his proposal was greeted with 
enthusiastic applause. Outside the hall 
National Front members, with  anti- 
Immigration banners, formed up to head the 
column, and nearly all of the rest of the rally 
audience followed behind them, despite 
instructions that they should not do so from 
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Monday Club officials. 

Realising that they were being made to 
look absolute wets and that their audience 
was marching away from them, the platform 
party sheepishly joined in at the end of the 
column, and handed in their petition at 
Downing Street. This was the first time 
Conservative M.P.’s joined what was in effect 
a National Front organised march through 
London! It is only fair to record that the 
exceptional Mr. Bell was delighted with the 
march. 


COMMUNIST FLOP 


The Communist counter-demonstration 
was a total flop. The Reds were brought 
together under the banner of a new organ- 
isation called the Ad-Hoc Committee Against 
Racialism. This group was formed by Asian 
agitator Tariq Ali of the International Marxist 
Group, in collaboration with the Inter- 
national Socialists and the Young Com- 
munist League, two weeks after millionaire 
Asian Community leader Mr. Patel visited 
the Board of Deputies of British Jews in 
London. The purpose of his visit to the 
Board was to secure help and advice on how 
to form an Asian “defence” organisation 
along the lines of the terrorist Jewish 
Defence League. 

A letter was published on 15th Sep- 
tember in the Manchester Jewish Gazette 
from a number of prominent Jewish Left 
Wing activists asking for Jewish Community 
support for the demonstration against the 
Monday Club meeting. The letter gave a 
*phone number for those wishing to join a 
coach trip to London. A person answering 
the number stated that 1,000 persons were 
going by coach from Yorkshire and Lanca- 
shire to “smash the Fascist meeting up”’, and 
that striking building workers could travel 
free, and students for 5Op. It was not 
announced who was footing the bill for these 
subsidised trips. 

In the event the turnout of Leftists 
was laughable. Less than 100 persons in two 
coaches departed from Manchester. Fewer 
than 400 young freaks from all parts of the 


country turned up to demonstrate, and they 


were not joined by any workers. As soon as 
the Red rabble saw that the anti-Immigration 
rally was supported by more than 2,000 
patriots, they beat a hasty retreat. 
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